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Meetings of Branches & Pibisions. 


[The proceedings of the Divisions and Branches of 
the Association relating to Scientific and Clinical 
Medicine, when reported by the Honorary Secretaries, 
are published in the body of the JOURNAL.] 


BATH AND BRISTOL BRANCH. 
THE second ordinary meeting of the session was held 
at Bath on November 24th, Mr. G. MuNRO SMITH 
(President) in the chair. There were thirty-eight 
members present. 

Papers, etc.—Dr. G. PARKER read a paper on Ulcera- 
tion of the Intestine in Nephritis, which was discussed 
by Dr. MICHELL CLARKE. Dr. WHITBY read notes on a 
case of Psychasthenia, and criticisms were made by 
Dr. LAveRS and Dr. Monro. Dr. WATERHOUSE 
described a Case of Diaphragmatic Hernia, and in 
the discussion which ensued Mr. PRICHARD and 
Dr. MICHELL CLARKE joined. Mr. COSTOBADIE read a 
paper on Hypnotism, and remarks were made by 
Dr. MICHELL CLARKE, Mr. MuNRO SMITH, Mr. 
FLEMMING, Dr. Monro, Colonel. LEE, and _ the 
PRESIDENT. 


GLOUCESTERSHIRE BRANCH. 
THE first general meeting, session 1909-10, was held 
at the Gloucester Royal Infirmary on November 18th, 
at 7p.m. The PRESIDENT was in the chair, and thirty- 
three members present. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and confirmed. 

Rural Nursing Associations.—A discussion followed 
on the adjourned motion of Dr. W. MILLIGAN, and 
finally the following motion was carried : 

That no rural nursing association be recognized by members 

of the British Medical Association unless Rule 9, Queen 

_ Victoria’s Jubilee Institute for Nurses, or rule expressing 

the same purpose, be included among the rules of the 
nursing association. 

President's Address.—The PRESIDENT for the Session 
1909-10 then took the chair, and gave his presidential 
address on Some Abdominal Emergencies Occurring in 
General Practice, drawing attention to cases of gastric 
ulcer, appendicitis, and intussusception. 

Vote of Thanks.—The thanks of the Branch to the 
President was tendered by Dr. Kirkland, Mr. Dykes- 
Bower, and Mr. Ellis. 

Dinner.—Twenty members afterwards sat down to 
dinner at the Wellington Hotel. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH: 
LAMBETH DIVISION. 


A MEETING of this Division was held at St. Thomas’s 
Hospital on November 25th at 4 p.m.; present, Dr. 
STODDART, Chairman, in the chair, and twenty-four 
members. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the 
previous meeting were read and signed. 

Report of Annual Representative Meeting.—The 
report of the Representative at the Annual Repre- 
sentative Meeting was read, and a vote of thanks to 
Dr. Esler for his services as Representative was 
carried unanimously. It was agreed to discuss later 
means by which the Representative might be in- 


structed with regard to the opinion of the Division on 


matters likely to be discussed at the Representative 
Meeting. 

Urethral Stricture.—A paper upon the treatment of 
urethral stricture was read by Mr. Cyril A. R. Nitch. 
After classifying the varieties of stricture, he gave the 
indications for the different methods of treatment 
available. He showed a large number of instruments, 
and explained their use. In the discussion which 
followed, Dr. CAPES, Dr. SANGSTER, the CHAIRMAN, Dr. 
DENNING, and the HONORARY SECRETARY took part. 

Appointment of Subcommittee.—A subcommittee 
was appointed to take any steps deemed advisable in 
the forthcoming general election. 

Demonstration of Cases.—A most interesting series 
of cases was shown from the wards of the hospital by 
the Resident Assistant Surgeon. 

Votes of thanks were accorded to Mr. Nitch for his 
interesting paper, to the Resident Assistant Surgeon 
for his demonstration, and to the Treasurer and 
Governors of the hospital for their kind entertain- 
ment. 

The meeting adjourned at 6.20 p.m. 


RICHMOND DIVISION. 
A MEETING of this Division was held at the Royal 
Hospital, Richmond, on Wednesday, November 24th, 
Dr. PercivAL L. LANGDON-DOwWN presiding. 

Cases.—Dr. C. S. BLAIR reported on two ophthalmic 
cases which he showed. Mr. J. R. JOHNSON read 
the notes of four interesting cases: (1) A pyonephrosis 
which ruptured during labour; (2) a tuberculous. 


appendix; (3) extensive carcinoma of the kidney | 


which gave rise to comparatively little discomfort ; 
(4) a unique case of cancer of the caecum in a 
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husband and wife, the cases being operated on 


simultaneously. 
Vote of Thanks.—A vote of thanks was accorded to 


Dr. Blair and Mr. Johnson. 


SOUTH-EASTERN BRANCH: 
CHICHESTER AND WORTHING DIVISION. 
A MEETING of this Division was held at the Beach 
Hotel, Littlehampton, on November 19th. Mr. W.S. 
Simpson took the Chair. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and confirmed. 

Next Meeting.—It was decided to hold the next 
meeting at Worthing. 

Special Class of Consultant.—The report of the 
Central Ethical Committee on Special Class of Con- 
sultants was, on the motion of Dr. Ewart (Chichester), 
seconded by Dr. CAMERON (Worthing), referred to the 
Medico-Political Committee of the Division to con- 
sider and report on. 

Printing of Papers Read at the Meetings.—Dr. 
Eustace (Arundel) raised this question, and after 
some discussion the matter was referred to the 
Medico-Political Committee. 

Papers, etc.—Dr. WALTER BROADBENT (Brighton) 
read a paper on Pulsation in the Neck, in which he 
referred to abnormal pulsation in the neck caused by 
cervical ribs, and emphasized the importance of 
jugular pulsation in the diagnosis and prognosis in 
cardiac disease. He showed Mackenzie's polygraph 
for registering the jugular pulsation, and pointed out 
the important features in the tracings registered by 
this instrument. In connexion with this paper Dr. 
EWART showed a woman on whom he had operated for 
a cervical rib. Dr. Ewart (Chichester) read a paper 
on the Frequency of the Presence of the Appendix in 
the Sac of Inguinal Herniae, in which he quoted the 
published records of its occurrence and read the notes 
of cases in which he had found the appendix in the 
sac whilst operating. Dr. BARFORD (Chichester) showed 
two cases: one a case of facial paralysis caused by 
mastoid disease, and the other a case of suppura- 
tion in the frontal sinus on which he had operated 
successfully. 

Dinner.—After the meeting the members dined 
together at the Beach Hotel. 


GUILDFORD DIVISION. 


_A MEETING of this Division was held at the Royal 


Surrey County Hospital on Friday, November 5th. 
Dr. A. H. WALKER took the chair at 4.30. There were 
_ present Drs. E. J. Smythe, R. W. Winstanley, B. H. 
Kingsford, F. E. Pearse, H. F. Parker, H. B. Butler, 
_E. G. A. Morshead, F. Boxall, E. W. Sheaf, W. B. de 
Jersey, C. W. Booker, N. F. Kendall, G. B. Collett, 
George Hall, A. M. Mitchell, C. P. Lankester, F. K. 
Weaver, and P. Levick. The visitors present were 
Dr. Arthur Hertz. (London), Mr. R. P. Rowlands 
(London), Dr. A. H. Fardon, Dr. B. H. Pain (Leather- 
head), and Dr. Gifford. 
Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the last 
-meeting were read and confirmed. 
Mistakes in Diagnosis.—Mr. R. P. ROWLANDS read an 
interesting and instructive paper entitled, “Some 
‘Mistakes in Diagnosis and their Teaching,” in which 
he pointed out the danger of failing to make use of all 
the available aids to diagnosis. Dr. HERTZ followed, 
and especially pointed out the value of the history of 
the case if properly taken. The following gentlemen 
also took part in the discussion : Drs. WALKER, PEARSE, 
BoOxALL, MITCHELL, PARKER, BUTLER, and WEAVER. 
Enuresis.—Dr. FARDON read an interesting account 
_of a case of enuresis in a girl which resisted all efforts 
in treatment until he discovered an error of refraction. 
The enuresis was cured when he corrected the error. 


MAIDSTONE DIVISION. 
A MEETING of this Division was held at the 
Kent County Ophthalmic Hospital, Maidstone, on 
October 29th, at 4p.m., Dr. H. WoLsELEY LeEwis in 
the chair. The following were also present: Drs. 


Parr-Dudley, G. Baynton Forge, Sharpin, Falwasser, 
Wood, Shaw, Ground, Oliver, Douglas, Travers, 
Killick, T. Ryan, Sander, Hoar, Peyton, G. Potts 
(Secretary), Schiillen (visitor). 

Confirmation of Minutes.——The minutes of the 
previous meeting were read and confirmed. 

Apologies for Non-attendance.—Letters of regret for 
non-attendance were read from Drs. Mapleton and 
Joyce. 

Sales-~ithe SECRETARY read a letter from Dr. 
Startin. 

Cases, etc.—Mr. KILLICK showed a patient from whom 
he had removed a rodent ulcer of the left lower lid. 
He also read notes of an interesting case of accident 


to the eyeball. 


Scale of Fees for Attendance on Hop-pickers.—Dr. 
FORGE moved and Dr. SANDER seconded: 

Thata scale of suitable fees be drawn up for recommendation 
of medical men for attendance on hop-pickers, and that 
these fees be accepted as a minimum. 

It was unanimously resolved that a subcommittee be 
formed to consider the motion, the subcommittee to 
consist of the Chairman, Drs. Falwasser, Forge, Parr- 
Dudley, Sander, Wood, Mapleton, and the Secretary. 

Kent Nursing Association.—Mr. CAESAR called atten- 
tion to a circular issued by a committee of ladies in 
connexion with the Kent Nursing Association, and 
moved a resolution that the Division object to the 
fees on the circular. Mr. TRAVERS proposed and 
Mr. FALWASSER seconded the following amendment, 
which was carried: 

That as it appears from the circular that the expenses of the 
Nursing Association are partly defrayed by voluntary sub- 
scriptions, and the work is therefore of the nature of a 
charity, the members of this Division are of opinion that 
Classes 3 and 10 as defined in the prospectus, especially the 
latter, are not proper subjects for charitable assistance. 

Report on Annual Representative Meeting. —The 

REPRESENTATIVE (Dr. Douglas) read the report of the 


- Representative Meeting at Belfast. 


SOUTH MIDLAND BRANCH : 

BEDFORD AND HERTS DIVISION. 
A MEETING of this Division was held at 3 p.m. on 
Tuesday, November 23rd, at 39, Castle Street, Luton, 
through the kind invitation of Dr. J. W. Bons, 
Chairman. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and confirmed. 

Report of Central Ethical Committee.——The report 
of the Central Ethical Committee of the Association 
having been read, Dr. BONE briefly explained the 
scheme. A discussion followed, in which Messrs. 


_NASH, SwoRDER, LuoyD, and Ross took part. The 


following resolution was proposed by Dr. SwORDER, 
and seconded by Mr. NASH: 

That the members of this Division do not feel in a position 
to answer the questions until they have further information 
on the subject. ; 

An amendment proposed by Dr. FERRIER and seconded 
by Dr. Ross was lost, and the original resolution was 
passed. 

Papers.—Mr. W. GIFFORD NASH read a paper on the 

“Treatment of the appendix in cases of suppurative 
appendicitis.” A discussion followed, in which Drs. 
BLAKE, BONE, LuoyD, Ross, and SworDER took part. 
Dr. A. CONNING HARTLEY (Bedford) read a paper on. 
“The new scheme for the organization of voluntary aid 
in England and Wales.” Dr. J. W. BONE discussed the 
subject. 

‘Specimens.—Mr. NASH showed some specimens of 

gall stones removed by operation. 

Tea.—The members then adjourned for tea, which 

was provided by the generosity of the President. 


YORKSHIRE BRANCH. 
A MEETING of this Branch was held at the Royal 
Infirmary, Halifax, on Wednesday, November 17th, at 
4 o’clock, Dr. GoDFREY (Scarborough) presiding. 
Confirmation of Minutes.—Dr. BRONNER (Bradford) 
(Honorary Secretary) read the minutes of the last 
meeting, which were adopted. 
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Boundaries of Branches—A communication was 
read by the HoNORARY SECRETARY in reference to a 
change of boundaries, proposing that the portion of 
the county of Nottingham lying to the north of East 
Retford and Worksop, and to the west of the Great 
Northern Railway Main Line, be transferred from the 
area of the Nottingham Division of the Midland 
Branch to the area of the Sheffield Division of the 
Yorkshire Branch. A resolution approving of this 
change was carried unanimously. 

Papers.—Papers were down on the agenda to be 
read by Mr. Priestley Leech (Halifax), Dr. Neech 
(Halifax), Dr. Hellier (Leeds), Dr. Eurich (Bradford), 
and Dr. Metcalfe (Bradford). On account of want of 
time it was only possible to take those of Mr. Priestley 
Leech and Dr. Eurich. A summary of these will 
appear in an early issue of the JOURNAL. 

The Charter and the Referendum. — Dr. GOYDER 
(Bradford) proposed, and Dr. PyE-SmitH (Sheffield) 
seconded, the following resolution: 

That this meeting of the Yorkshire Branch of the British 
Medical Association entirely concurs in the terms of the 
memoranda of the South-Western and Edinburgh Branches 
with respect to the postal vote and the proposed amendmert 
of the Ordinances in the Charter as to the method of obtain- 
ing the Referendum, and it welcomes any negotiations by 
which agreement can be arrived at between the petitioning 
parties and the Privy Council. 

The meeting further appointed as delegates to a con- 
ference to be held in London to promote these ends 
Dr. Pye-Smith, Dr. Swanson (York), and Dr. Goyder. 
Dr. GOYDER pointed out that it would be quite impos- 
sible to obtain the attendance of thirty members of 
Council in favour of a Referendum on. any specific 
question. According to the scheme in the Charter 
there would only be twenty-four members elected by 
the Branches in the United Kingdom, and seven by 
Branches outside the United Kingdom. Dr. METCALFE 
said that the Representative Meeting at Belfast had 
authorized the Organization Committee to grant that 
thirty members of Council present and voting may 
determine a Referendum by postal vote. No other 
arrangement had, however, been authorized, and he 
did not see how the Organization Committee could 
make any promises at a conference without the con- 
sent of the Representative Body. Dr. EpDIsON (Leeds) 
and Dr. PYE-SMITH having spoken, the resolution was 
agreed to unanimously. 


K= To ensure the insertion of notices in this column, they 
must be receiwed at the Central Offices of the Association 
‘not later than the first post on Tuesday. 


Association Motices. 


BRANCH AND DIVISION MEETINGS TO BE HELD. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH: COVENTRY DIVISION.—A meeting 
will be held at 8.30 — on December 7th. Business: To 
consider a reference from the Annual Meeting with regard 
to the definition of the functions of a consultant. To 
consider a letter from the Birmingham Branch relating to the 
medical treatment of elementary school children in voluntary 
hospitals. Mr. Leedham-Green will read a paper on Stone in 
the Kidney and Ureter. Mr. W. Bennett will show some 
kidney specimens.—V. PENDRED, Honorary Secretary. 


BORDER COUNTIES BRANCH: KiNGLISH DIVISION.—The next 
meeting of the English Division of the Border Counties Branch 
will be held at Carlisle on Friday, December 10th. Any member 
wishing to read a paper or show specimens will kindly com- 
municate as early as possible with 8S. E. Riec, 1, Alfred Street 
North, Carlisle, Honorary Secretary, English Division of Border 
Counties Branch. 


BurMA BRANCH.—The annual meeting of this Branch will be 
held at the New General Hospital, Rangoon, during the first 
week in February, commencing on Wednesday, February 2nd, 
and ending on Saturday, February 5th, 1910. Arrangements wil] 
be made by the Managing Committee to put up members coming 
from the districts. Programme.—Wednesday, February 2nd, at 


9.30 p.m., address by the President, followed by inspection of. 


museum. On Thursday, February 3rd, at 5 p.m., in the Medical 
Section, a discussion on the ‘‘ Spread of Tuberculosis in Burma’”’ 
will be opened by the President. Members intending readin 
papers on some point in connexion with tuberculosis are ask 


to communicate with the Honorary Secretary, and limit the 
length of their papers to ten minutes, informing him the subject 
of their paper. The Museum will be open from 9a.m. to 6 p.m. 
to all medical men, of all grades down to the hospital assistant 
class, who are cordially invited to visit the Museum. The 


annual dinner will take place on Friday, Feb 4th, 
at 8.15 p.m., Honorary Dinner Secretary, Dr. Pedley. It bas 
been decided to allow each member one visitor’s ticket. The 


cost of the dinner, including wines, which is estimated to come 
to about Rs. 10 each, will be equally divided amongst members 
attending the dinner. Attendance at this dinner is optional. 
Members are requested to intimate their intention of being 
present at this dinner to Dr. Pedley. During this day it is pro- 
sed to arrange visits to places of interest to the Association. 
n Saturday, February 5th, 5 to 8 p.m., in the Surgical Section, 
a discussion on ‘‘ Compound Depressed Fractures of the Skull ”’ 
will be opened by Major Duer, F.R.C.S. Papers from members 
on this subject should be limited to ten minutes. Members 
intending to read a paper on some point in connexion with this 
subject are asked to communicate with the Honorary Secretary, 
mentioning the particular point they wish to bring forward, so 
as to avoid overlapping. Committee of Management: Chairman, 
Major Barry ; Dinner Secretary, Dr. Pedley ; General Secretary, 
a Rost. Museum: Major Rost (Foods and Drugs), Captain 
Williams pombe Captain Whitmore (Pathology). It is 
hoped that members will communicate with the Museum Com- 
mittee any specimens, photos, microscopic slides, drawings, 
plans, or anything of interest they have to show, and dispatch 
these so that they reach Rangoon at least one week before the 
meeting. A full egg must accompany each specimen.— 
E. R. Rost, Major, I.M.S., General Hospital, Rangoon. 


LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE BRANCH: WARRINGTON DIvI- 
SIoN.—The quarterly meeting of this Division will be held on 
Tuesday, December 7th, at the Warrington Infirmary, at 
4p.m. Ordinary business of the Division. A scientific meeting 
will be held after the business meeting at 5 p.m.—T. A. MURRAY 
Honorary Secretary. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH: CHELSEA DIVISION.— 
The next meeting of the Division will be held at 4 p.m. on 
Tuesday, December 7tk, at the Fulham Town Hall, Dr. P. H. 
Parsons in the chair. Agenda of meeting: (1) Confirm minutes 
of last meeting. (2) Letters, including one from the Medical 
Officer of Health for Fulham re unqualified practice by mid- 
wives in the borough. @ A medical martyr—an appeal. (4) 
Dr. Fletcher will move the following resolutions: (a) ‘‘That 
this meeting recognizes the necessity for a union of medical 
practitioners with Parliamentary representation, and requests - 
the Executive of the British Medical Association to ascertain 
the wishes of members by referendum at an early date.’”’ (b) 
“That a copy of the above resolution be sent to the Branch 
Council, requesting them to take the necessary steps to have it 
carried into effect.’’ (5) ang other business. In view of the 
importance of the above resolutions, members are particularly 
requested to attend this meeting, to which the members of the 
Branch Council have also been invited.—J. R. GALLARD, 
Honorary Secretary, 512, Fulham Palace Road, S.W. 


SouTH EASTERN BRANCH.—A meeting of the Branch Council 
will be held at 429, Strand, on Wednesday, December 15th, at 
3p.m. Agenda: To consider the election of candidates. Any 
other business.—_E. A. STARLING, Tunbridge Wells. 


SouTH MIDLAND BRANCH: BUCKINGHAMSHIRE DIVISION.—A 
meeting of this Division will take place on Wednesday, Decem- 
ber 8th, at 330 p.m., at the Royal Bucks Hospital, Aylesbury. 
Agenda of meeting: (1) Confirm minutes of last meeting. 
(2) Business arising therefrom. (3) A case of Acromegaly, wi 
paper and poscnguahs, by Dr. J. Shaw. (4) Receive Repre- 
sentative’s report of Belfast meeting. (5) Question of ambu- 
lance lectures in the county, and the attitude to be taken by 
the members with regard to them. (6) Discussion and voting 
on the question as to the Association favouring the formation 
of a special class of ‘consultants.’ (7) Resolution re the 
Aylesbury and District Medical Association. (8) Discussion on 
the club question. Members who are unable to attend the 
meeting are requested to notify the Chairman or Secretary as 
to their views and their willingness to co-operate in this matter. 
The annual dinner (morning dress) will be held afterwards at 
the Crown Hotel at 6 p.m. sharp beer = 3s. 6d.). Members 
intending to be present will please notify Dr. Baker by Monday, 
December 6th.—A. E. LARKING, Honorary Secretary. 


SouTH MIDLAND BRANCH: NORTHAMPTONSHIRE DIVISION.— 
A meeting of the Division will te held in the board-room of the 
Northampton General Hospital on Tuesday, December 7th, at 
2.30. The meeting will be preceded by a luncheon at Franklin’s 
Restaurant at 1.30. Members wishing to attend the luncheon 
should notify the Secretary at least two days beforehand. 
Business: Minutes. The president and chairman of committee 
of the Northamptonshire Amateur Athletic Club will attend as 
a deputation to ask for the approval of gymnastic trainin 
generally ; also to suggest the adoption of a system of physi 
exercises, under the guidance of the medical profession, to suit 
special cases. Dr. Baxter’s report of the Annual Representa- 
tive Meeting. Consideration of report on special class of 
consultants. Clinical cases.—D1.HICHENS, Honorary Secretary, 
45, Sheep Street, Northampton. 
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GENERAL COUNCIL 


MEDICAL EDUCATION AND REGISTRATION. 


WINTER SESSION, 1909. 


Sir DonALD MACALISTER, K.C.B., President, 

in the Chair. 
THE REPORT OF THE EDUCATION COMMITTEE. 
Dr. NORMAN WALKER (Direct Representative for Scot- 
land), in resuming this debate, said that it was only 
during the last eighteen months that he could say—as 
a member of a Committee who had been considering 
the medical curriculum in Edinburgh—that he had 
become immersed in the subject. He had learnt how 
easy it was to criticize the medical curriculum, and 
how difficult to fit in the different parts of it one with 
another. The question was one on which there was 
a considerable difference of opinion. At one time he 
had been in favour of the relegation of certain 
subjects tc an earlier examination, and he still 
thought there was a good deal to be said for 
that. If the earlier subjects were properly taught, 
they were of immense value in medical educa- 
tion. The Council did not require botany and 
zoology. A man might be an admirable phy- 
sician or surgeon without knowing the natural 
orders. The Council did require an elementary course 
of biology, and no one would deny that that was an 
admirable introduction to anatomy, and the amount of 
apparatus now involved in the teaching of practical 
physiology made it exceedingly important that the 
student should have a more thorough acquaintance 
with physics than perhaps his school teaching had 
given him. Chemistry could be taught in such a way 
as to be perfectly useless to a medical student; but, 
on the other hand, it could be taught so as to be 
extremely valuable, and thus prove an admirable 
introduction to the subjects of physiology and 
pharmacology. Much depended on the way the sub- 
jects were taught. The importance of early training 
in physics it was impossible to gainsay. He agreed 
with Sir Thomas Fraser when he spoke of the 
importance of a sound groundwork being laid in the 
case of every student, whatever the subjects were with 
which he had to deal. The State required the 
Council to put upon the Register only men with a 
thoroughly efficient training. The report of the 
Committee of which he had spoken had recommended 
that during the last three years of the medical 
curriculum the hours from 10 to 1.30 every day should 
be spent in the wards of a hospital. This was a step, 
he considered, towards efficiency; but, again, no 
binding rule could be laid down, as some schools 
would be at a disadvantage as regards hospitals when 
compared with others. As to the proposal in the 
motion before the Council, he was entirely in agree- 
ment with that, and hoped it would be passed as an 
instalment of what needed still to be done in medical 
education. 

Dr. FINLAY (University of Aberdeen) could not agree 
with what had been said with regard to individual 
injustice, because every teaching body must be at 
liberty to consider individual cases. He thought a 
good deal of complexity had been introduced into the 
recommendation owing to overlapping, and if over- 
lapping could be done away with it would be to the 
interest of the students as well as the teachers. He 
had no alternative to propose to the resolution, and 
he was not prepared to propose any amendment. 

Sir CLIFFORD .ALLBUTT (University of Cambridge) 
thought that the remarks that had been put before 
them by Professor Thompson were very important. 
It appeared to him that totally different things were 
being mixed up. It was quite open to the great 
corporations to fix such a standard as they pleased. 
The duty of the Council was to fix an irreducible 
minimum below which a man must not fall. It had 
not to consider the complete training of the students 


from an ideal point of view, nor what could with 
advantage be added to the curriculum, but what was 
the case of a father with a small income who wished 
to educate his son, not to be a consulting physician, 
but to follow him in a comparatively modest practice 
at £600 or £700 a year. If that man’s education 
was to occupy him more than five years at a cost 
of some £900 or £1,000 it was a serious thing 
to a father, especially if he had other children 
to educate. To say that a man could not be ade- 
quately educated in five years was to make a very 
grave statement. He thought that teaching was 
at fault in respect of the first year; too much was 
being asked. Under the present crowded curriculum 
students were seen every day who were in ignorance 
of the rudiments. The Council ought to influence the 
secondary schools to deal properly with those subjects. 
The University of Cambridge had taken that step, and 
gave the men of the class an opportunity of showing 
that they could begin the medical subjects at the 
beginning of their career. If a man in his first year 
were set to work on anatomy he would feel that he 
had really started his career, and would not be guilty 
of that slackening of which so much was heard. If he 
sat down to his anatomy practically straight off to 
begin with, with some more advanced chemistry, and 
then took in the second year anatomy and physiology, 
he would then have a first-rate foundation, and he 
would be able to go on with the three years’ course— 
a year for each of the three subjects—during which 
time the pathological work would go on. 

The PRESIDENT said he would ask the Council to 
keep quite clearly in mind what was proposed by 
the Education Committee. It had practically confined 
itself to the one point of what was to be done to 
safeguard the second half of the curriculum. The 
proposal, briefly, was that the Council should repre- 
sent to the Licensing Bodies that their regulations, 
however varied they were, should be so framed that 
the study of the final subjects should extend over not 
less than two and a half academic years, and in any 
case should extend over two years after anatomy and 
physiology had been done with. That, apart from the 


question of overlapping, was the practical result. If 


the Council for the first time announced in favour of 
that, it would be taking a definite step forward to 
indicate to the Licensing Bodies what most of them 
were aware of—the importance the Council attached 
to the final subjects. Sir Clifford Allbutt had clearly 
put to the Council that it was legislating not for the 
ideal curriculum, extending to six, seven, or eight 
years, but the absolute minimum curriculum at 
which it was possible to guarantee to the public 
that a man who had passed through it was 
a safe practitioner. The Council, therefore, need 
not take into account the elaboration which 
might be introduced into a curriculum of six or 
seven years; it need only take into account what in a 
minimum curriculum of five years should be the 
minimum amount of time devoted to the most impor- 
tant practical subjects. If the Council passed this 
regulation it would enable the various bodies to adjust 
the distribution of time between the various pre- 
liminary sciences as they by experience thought fit, 
and it would leave it open to them also to make 
experiments in the way of providing a sufficient time 
for the earlier sciences; the experience thus acquired 
would be valuable. The Council was not asked to 
come to a conclusion upon the question of whether 
one particular method was better than another. He 
himself thought the time was not ripe fora final decision 
on that, and he would go further and say that he did 
not think it desirable that there should be absolute 
uniformity between the several bodies. The Council 
should say to all the Licensing Bodies that the last two 
and a half years should be occupied with the study of 
the final subjects, and that in any case the period 
should extend over two years after anatomy and 
physiology had been dealt with. With regard to the 
question of overlapping, there was a difficulty, and he 
thought in the interests of the medical bodies them- 
selves and of the medical students to whom Sir 
Clifford Allbutt had referred, the greater simplicity of 
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any regulation the better. He proposed that the 
Council should resolve that in its opinion the regula- 
tions of the Licensing Bodies should be so framed as 
to ensure that the study of the final group of subjects 
of the medical curriculum should be pursued for not 
less than two and a half academic years, and shuuld 
extend over not less than two years after the 
examination in anatomy and physiology. 

Dr. MAcKAY (Chairman of the Education Committee) 
remarked that they did not go quite so far as the 
recommendation of the Committee. 

After some discussion, on the motion of Dr. NoRMAN 
Moore, seconded by Dr. SAUNDBY, the debate was 
adjourned to a convenient opportunity. 

The discussion was resumed when the Council re- 
assembled on Friday, November 26th. 

Mr. Hopspon (Royal College of Surgeons of Edin- 
burgh) said that the information in the possession of 
the Committee showed the present state of affairs was 
evidently unsatisfactory. The Council legislated for 
duly qualified practitioners and not for specialists. 
Fifteen years ago the curriculum had been extended 
to five years with the intention that the extra years 
should be devoted to clinical work. It was found that 
only 13.8 per cent. of students now qualified in five 
years, and that was not satisfactory. The primary 
subjects had encroached upon the final to a very great 
extent, and a man rejected in the primary examina- 
tion devoted time which should be given to the final 
subjects to what was primary work. The remedy was 
to lengthen the curriculum or to adopt some such 
proposal as that put forward by the Education Com- 
mittee. That proposal, however, was a new depar- 
ture, and therefore the Council should proceed 
cautiously and do nothing hastily, but he was sure 
the adoption of the proposal would have beneficial 
effects. 

Mr. THOMSON (University of Oxford) said hardly any 
speaker had gone into the details of the reeommenda- 
tion of the Committee. The President, for the benefit 
of the Council, had paraphrased the Committee’s re- 
commendation, and Mr. Thomson understood that it 
meant that for two and a half years the student should 
give his undivided attention to particular studies and 
would not be allowed to be examined in them for two 
years after passing in anatomy and physiology. He 
understood, however, that Dr. Mackay dissented from 
that, and he was confirmed in that belief by reference 
to a document in the hands of the Council, which, 
though marked “ private” he craved leave to refer to. 
That suggested that the examination in the final sub- 
jects might be taken at the end of the fifteenth term, 
or end of the fifth year, but that eight terms at least 
must intervene between the examination in anatomy 
and physiology and the final, or, in other words, two 
and a halfyears. There was no mention of “blocking” 
when Dr. Mackay introduced the matter, and Mr. 
‘Thomson was very anxious that the Council should 
realize that an application of the recommendation 
might be harmful. Dr. Mackay had advanced evidence 
that five years was sufficient for the curriculum, and 
had referred to the report of 1908, which showed that 
a certain percentage of men at Victoria University ob- 
tained their qualification within that time. It would 
be noticed that at Glasgow twenty men out of fifty-six 
passed after a fifty-seven months’ course. The same 
part of the report showed that 34.2 months was the 
length of time occupied by the first examination and 
that the additional time given to medicine, surgery, 
and midwifery, was only 22.8 months. From that he 


‘inferred that men who were retarded by the first ex- 


aminations were able by their own energies to recover 
lost ground and acquire a sufficiency of knowledge to 
qualify. He desired to point out that that was a proof 
of the hardship of insisting on the lapse of twenty- 
seven months after passing in anatomy and physi- 
ology, because men of industry and energy would be 
penalized. 

Dr. KNox (Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons, 
Glasgow) would have liked to have seen a little more 
progress and boldness in the Committee’s proposal. 
He thought it ought to have proposed to lighten the 
Student’s work so as to secure greater attention on 


his part to the final subjects. He deprecated a block 
in the curriculum. 

Dr. TAYLOR (University of London) urged the neces- 
sity for a period of undivided study. He thought the 
Council should fix a minimum period for the early 
subjects and a minimum period intervening between 
the examination in anatomy and physiology on the 
one hand and the final examination on the other. 

Dr. LATIMER (Direct Representative, England) said 
that if there were to be a block, it should be at the 
commencement of the curriculum, and the preliminary 
education should go further. The student should be 
allowed to carry on the mixed education in anatomy 
and physiology with the later subjects in his third 
year. If there was one thing more important than 
another, it was that anatomy should be studied with 
regard to its application to medicine. 

Dr. McVaAiL (Crown nominee) asked whether uni- 
versities and colleges were requiring too much know- 
ledge of biological and chemical subjects. He was 
not aware of any complaints in that direction, and 
nothing had come before the Council or the Examina- 
tion Committee to show that those subjects were 
examined upon too severely. The only difficulty lay 
in the five years, which had become too short a time 
for the average student. It was no evidence of failure 
in the system of teaching throughout the country 
generally that so few qualified in five years, and any 
man who desired to occupy a reasonably good position 
in his profession should take six or seven years if 
possible. That being so, it was no part of the Council’s 
business to impress on the examining authorities or 
the students that the matter should be completed in 
five years. Its duty was to see that persons added to 
the Register had been adequately taught and ade- 
quately examined. Hence he was entirely against 
a “block” being introduced. Such great teaching 
centres as St. Bartholomew’s, Guy’s, the London, 
King’s College, and University College Hospitals 
were perfectly fit to advise their students without 
the Council’s interference; and he therefore could not 
support the Committee’s recommendation. 

Dr. McManus (Direct Representative, England) 
thought if there were fewer lectures and more 
practical work it would be better for the rank and 
file of the profession. ‘ 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN (Apothecaries’ Hall, Ireland), 
speaking as one who had entered four sons in the 
profession and was entering a fifth, thought more 
consideration should be shown to students and their 
parents. He had heard members advocating additions 
to the curriculum, and no one knew where it would 
end. The result would be that the curriculum would 
last ten years instead of five or six, and the cost would 
be correspondingly increased. The end would be that 
there would be no medical students left, because 
parents would not be able to afford the expense 
entailed. The medical profession was the only one 
which needed such a long time for qualification. 
Under the circumstances he could not vote for the 
recommendation of the Committee ; he hoped the five 
years’ curriculum would be fixed once and for all, and 
not left in the unsettled state it was at present. 

Dr. CATON (University of Liverpool) thought that 
the medical students were not sufficiently disencum- 
bered of the earlier subjects to enable them to do 
justice to the important subjects of medicine, surgery, 
and midwifery. The recommendation of the Com- 
mittee would ensure that the student had nothing to 
interfere with the study of those very important 
subjects. 

Dr. MANN (Victoria University, Manchester) thought 
that if the study of subjects like biology and chemistry, 
which were daily increasing in their scope and appli- 
cability to the healing art, were limited to the 
period before the student commenced his medical 
course, the profession would eventually suffer. : 

Dr. Mackay (Chairman of the Committee), replying 
on the debate, said he was sure the Council was 
wiser than at the commencement of the discussion. 
The Committee had been strongly assailed on one 
side for having gone too far, and, on the other hand, it 
was told its action was not bold enough, and should 
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have gone further. He defended the action of the 
Committee in taking a via media. He thought the 
members of the Council had had a little difficulty in 
' geasping all the details which the Committee had set 
before them, but the Committee had endeavoured to’ 
take out of the mass of findings those which seemed 
to indicate the most pressing necessity of the time, 
and had addressed itself to them. The conclusion 
which had been put forward referred to the length of 
the curriculum, but other matters remained in the 
report which were not quite ready to be taken up. 
The student hurrying through his clinical work fell 
back on the very simple and natural course of grinding 
up for the final examination, which had the most 
serious effect on the medical curriculum. That was 
an evil which ought to be avoided. He proposed a 
new form of motion as follows: 
That, in the opinion of the Council, the regulation of the 
. Licensing Bodies should be so framed as to ensure that the 
study of the final group of subjects in the medical curri- 
culum, including Pathology, Medical Jurisprudence, Public 
Health, Therapeutics, Midwifery, Surgery, and Medicine, 
should be pursued (a) throughout a period of not less than 
two and a half academic years (twenty-seven months) 
following upon the completion of the examination in 
Anatomy and Physiology; (b) alternatively throughout a 
period of not less than three academic years (thirty-three 
months), two of which (twenty-one months) shall be 
subsequent to the completion of the above examination. 


Sir HENRY Morris (Royal College of Surgeons of 
England) moved as an amendment that there should 
be a two years’ limit of undivided study after the 
passing of the anatomy and physiology exami- 
nations. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER NIxON (National University of 
Ireland) seconded. 

Sir Henry Morris, speaking to his amendment, said 
he did not wish to imply that two and a half years 
was too short, but he was thinking of practical policy. 
It would be more convenient, more workable, and 
more feasible if the Council suggested two years 
instead of two and a half. 

Dr. NORMAN Moore (Royal College of Physicians of 
London) supported the amendment. 

The amendment was carried. 

It was subsequently put and carried as a substantive 
motion. 

Dr. MAcKAy moved that the two years should be 
defined as being twenty-four months. 

Dr. NORMAN WALKER (Direct Representative for 
Scotland) seconded, and the motion was carried. 

Sir HENRY Morris asked leave to move a resolution 
arising out of the discussion. It had been decided 
that there should be a definite period of study allotted 
to the final subjects that would result ‘ultimately in a 
rearrangement of the subjects of the earlier part of 
the curriculum. He moved: 

That it be referred to the Education Committee to consider 
farther the place in the student’s career which the pre- 
liminary sciences should occupy, and that the Committee 
be requested to frame and submit to the Council a pattern 

_ scheme of medical education whereby the required minimum 
of the several subjects to be ipaludies in the curriculum can 
be adequately studied and the requisite examinations 
thereon by the average student within the period 
prescribed by the curriculum. 

Sir Henry Morris said that Sir John Williams, who 
had desired to second the resolution, had asked 
him to put in the first words of the resolution 
because he was very emphatic with regard to pre- 
liminary science. It was important to define what 
par& of the student’s career should be so occupied. 
For instance, it might be desirable that chemistry 
and physics should be taught before the curriculum 
of medicine was entered upon. He thought there 
was a misunderstanding with regard to the fol- 
lowing passage in the Education Committee’s Report: 
“Tt is to ve said that the secondary and higher grade 
schools’ of the country are not yet in a position 
to undertake the control of the instruction in the 
preliminary medical sciences.” He had had investiga- 
tions made with regard to that in connexion with the 
Conjoint Board, and the figures showed that those 
boys who had been trained in those subjects in the 
general schools of the country passed in greater pro- 


portion than those who had been trained in those 
subjects in the various medical schools of the country, 
to the extent of 6 or 8 per cent. better. With regard 
to the rest of the resolution, he had endeavoured to 
frame it in the very widest possible way. He did not 
wish to make any definite suggestions, or that the 
curriculum should be lengthened, but he desired that. 
the Education Committee should consider the subject 
broadly, with a view to standardizing the minimum 
required in the curriculum, so that the subjects 
might be studied adequately by the average student, 
who should be examined in them within a period to 
be decided upon. 

The resolution having been seconded, 

Dr. McVAIL objected to the resolution being put, on 
the ground that no notice had been given of it. __ 

The PRESIDENT asked the leave of the Council to 
put the resolution, which was accorded, whereupon it 
was carried. 

Dr. McVait called for the names and numbers, 
which, being taken, showed that 17 had voted for the 
resolution, 5 against, 10 members did not vote, and 
2 were absent. 


THE APOTHECARIES’ HALL, IRELAND. 

Dr. McVAIL moved: 

That the report from the Examination Committee ou the 
Final Examination of the Apothecaries’ Hall, Dublin, held 
in January, 1909, be received and entered on the minutes. 

The resolution was seconded by Dr. SAUNDBY, and 
agreed to. 

Dr. McVAIL moved, and Dr. SAUNDBY seconded : 


That the report from the Examination Committee on the 
Final Examination of the Apothecaries’ Hall, Dublin, held 
in April, 1909, be received and entered on the minutes. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN, after explaining that some corre- 
spondence from the Apothecaries’ Hall of Ireland 
had been omitted from the report, moved as an 
amendment : 


That the report of the Final Examination of the Apothecaries’ 


Hall of Ireland be further postponed until the May Session, 
in order thatthe remarks of the Body concerned may be 
included. 

Dr. McManus seconded, and the debate was then 
adjourned. It was resumed on the following day 
(November 27th), when 

Dr. McVain, Chairman of the Examination Com- 
mittee, said that when it met in May it had two 
reports by the Assistant Examiners to deal with—for 
January and April, 1909, respectively. At that time 
the returns of exemptions granted by various bodies 
had been before the Council, and among the exemp- 
tions granted by the Apothecaries’ Hall, Ireland, was 
the case of a particular candidate who had not passed 
in January or April, but who passed in October, 1908. 
The candidate had been granted an exemption in 
midwifery, and a diploma was given. Correspondence 
had passed between the Council and the Apothecaries’ 
Hall of Ireland. Mr. Mason, Secretary and Registrar 
of the Apothecaries’ Hall, wrote on October 2nd, 1908, 
to the Registrar of the General Medical Council, 
inquiring as follows: 

Will you please inform me if there is any ruling of your 
Council which prohibits a Licensing Body examining a candi- 
date in one or more subjects of the final examination, he having 
passed the remaining subjects elsewhere? 

To which the Registrar replied : 


I have to say that there is no rule of the Council on the 
subject, but all exceptions have to be reported to the Council at 


the end of the year. You will see what I mean if you refer to 


p. 27 of the volume of minutes for last year. 


The Committee, however, felt that the Apothecaries’ 
Hall had received an answer which might be variously 
interpreted, and the Registrar wrote, in answer to a 
further letter from Mr. Mason dated April 13th, 1909, 
as follows: 

I must express my regret that my letter of October 3rd, 1908, 
should have misled you in any way. What I should have more 
clearly stated is that it is not any ruling of the Council which 
governs the question, but Section 3 of the Medical Act, 1886. 
The Committee, having the correspondence before 
it, remembered a similar occurrence in 1903 with 
regard to the Apothecaries’ Hall of Ireland, which the 
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Committee had reported to the Council, and a resolu- 
tion had then been passed which meant that 
the candidate’s diploma was not only irregular but 
illegal, and he should not have been registered. The 
Apothecaries’ Hall, therefore, knowing what had 
occurred in 1903, asked in 1908 to be allowed to do the 
same thing. Looking into the matter, which they 
regarded as very serious, the Committee referred to 
the following passages in the Examiners’ report of the 
January, 1909, examination : 

At this examination six candidates presented themselves— 

three condidates for the first time, and Pint who had previously 
entered for the examination and passed in some of the subjects, 
but who had not completed the examination. 
The only way to read that was that if any other than 
the three got exemptions, the exemptions must have 
been obtained by passing elsewhere. The state- 
ment had been deliberately made by the Assistant 
Examiners, and the Committee had tried to get at 
the heart of the matter. A long correspondence had 
ensued with the Hall, from which it appeared that 
two of the three had been properly exempted, but 
after long consideration the Committee reported : 

The Examination Committee regrets that again a procedure 
should have been adopted by the Apothecaries’ Hal! which in 
the opinion of legal counsel is illegal... . 

The Committee is further of opinion that the Council should 
again call the attention of all the licensing bodies to this 
opinion. The Committee regards the reports of the Assistant 
Examiners to the Apothecaries’ Hall as not sufficiently full and 
definite, and it suggests that in future the Assistant Examiners 
be supplied with a form of schedule to be filled in by them in 
the case of each candidate. 
The amendment, Dr. McVait said, was that the 
report should be postponed, but he did not think it 
should. The Committee had dealt most considerately 
with Apothecaries’ Hall, but the Council was prac- 
tically responsible with that body and the matter 
must be put upon a proper footing. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN said that after Dr. McVail’s very 
rambling and confused statement, which he had not 
been able to follow, he would like to say that whatever 
had been done by the Apothecaries’ Hall had been 
done bona fide, and he had not gathered whether Dr. 
McVail wished to “run in” the Hall, or the Registrar. 
Considering the matter was purely a mistake, made in 
good faith, the question need not have been elaborated 
to such an extent. He (Dr. Adye-Curran) had to 
exonerate the body he represented. It was true, as he 
learnt then for the first time, that a similar incident 
had arisen before, but those who lived the other side 
of the water were not supposed to be conversant with 
the whole of the Council’s minutes for years gone by. 
Dr. McVail had fished out the incident from the annals 
of the past, but Dr. Adye-Curran asserted with con- 
fidence that not a word of it was known to Apothe- 
caries’ Hall, otherwise it would not have been so silly 
as to write as it did to the Registrar. It had been the 
endeavour of Apothecaries’ Hall to obey the behest of 
the Council and its wishes in every possible way. As 
there was some little doubt about the matter, the 
Hall had written the letter of October 2nd, 1908, 
and had received the reply of October 3rd. The 
two cases which Dr. McVail had tried to confuse and 
interchange and elaborate hung exactly on the one 
peg. Dr. Adye-Curran, too, had had counsel’s opinion 
upon the matter, and the point was doubtful. 
Then came the letter of April. Section 3 said 
nothing about the examinations being all passed 
in one place, but if the President said that was the 


ruling he must bow to it. If there was any blame, 
‘which he did not think there was, it was on the 


Council’s staff for misleading the Apothecaries’ Hall. 
He said that with very great regret, but he had to 
exonerate his own body. 

Sir Henry Morris inquired if there were any 
reason why the report should not be postponed in 
order that the remarks of the party concerned might 
be appended to the report. 

The PRESIDENT said the only remarks were some 
correspondence with regard to individual candidates, 
and not with regard to any matter reported upon or 
recommended by the Committee. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN said the letters involved matters 


of great importance, and he could not see why they 
should have been omitted. 

After some discussion, Dr. MCVAIL read the whole 
correspondence. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN, with the consent of his seconder, 
modified his amendment, as follows: 

That the report of the Examination Committee be received 
and entered on the minutes, and that the documents now 
read to the Council be printed as an appendix to that 
report. 

The amendment was then put and carried. 

Dr. McVAIL then moved: 

The Examination Committee regrets that again a procedure 
should have been adopted by the Apoth es’ Hall, 
Ireland, which, in the opinion of legal counsel, is illegal. 

The recommendation referred to two particular candi- 
dates, and whatever it might be to Apothecaries’ Hall, 
it was not a trifle to the Council, because it was 
involved with the Hall; the examination was a con- 
joint examination by the Hall and the Council’s 
Assistant Examiners. 

Dr. NORMAN WALKER seconded. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN said that after the explanation he 
had given the motion was rather a slur. Under the 
circumstances it was a very severe animadversion on 
the Hall which was not merited. He asked the 
Council not to pass such a severe censure when the 
mistake was equally divisible between the Hall and 
the Council. 

Dr. NORMAN Moore did not clearly understand what 
was the mistake. The Apothecaries’ Hall appeared to 
have contemplated a particular step, and had taken 
that step, which, referring to a previous case, the 
legal adviser of the Council considered illegal, and 
which from a natural reading of the Act was illegal. 
Where did the mistake come in? 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN said the Apothecaries’ Hall were 
doubtful as to the correct procedure to adopt, and 
after discussion it was decided, before admitting the 
candidates to examination, to ask the advice of the 
Council. Nothing was known to them then of the 
ancient correspondence which had been raked up. 
He did not know when the perpetual onslaught on 
the unfortunate Apothecaries’ Hall would cease; it 
seemed to be a sort of crescendo business, each year - 
worse than the year before. The Hall had tried to 
keep within the words of the Council, and had asked 
the advice of the Council, and yet there was before the 
Council a very severe proposition by the Committee 
because as good obedient children the Apothecaries’ 
Hall had adopted and obeyed the mandate of the 
Council. 

Sir Henry Morris asked if the case would not be 
aw met by eliminating three paragraphs of the 
report. 

The PRESIDENT said the only question was whether 
the Council endorsed them. ' 

Dr. McVaiL said the Examination Committee was 
appointed in 1887 to advise the Council on all matters 
with reference to examinations. The action taken by 
the Apothecaries’ Hall had given grave concern to the 
Examination Committee. The Council had before it 
two cases of deliberate setting aside of the opinions of 
the Council’s legal adviser, by which it had to be 
guided. In 1903 a resolution had been passed drawing 
the Hall’s attention to the matter, and yet the same 
procedure was being followed at the present time. 
The Apothecaries’ Hall could not have forgotten what 
happened in 1903. The unanimous findings of the 
Examination Committee, arrived at after full con- 
sideration, were before the Council, and he, for one, 
would not consent to.any withdrawal of them in any 
form. 

The resolution being put, Dr. McVAIL asked, as the 
matter was a serious one for all bodies in the pro- 
fession, that names and numbers should be taken. 

The voting was 19 for, 4 against, 4 did not vote, and 
7 were absent. 

Dr. McVAIL moved: 


The Examination Committee is of opinion that the Council 
should draw the attention of the Apothecaries’ Hall to the 
ve given by the Council’s legal adviser on July 18th, 
1890, regarding what constitutes a qualifying examination. 
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The resolution was carried. Dr. McVai then 


moved: 


The Committee is further of opinion that the Council should 
call the attention of ¢!1 the Licensing Bodies to this opinion. 


The recommendation was carried, whereupon Dr. 
McVAIL moved: 

Tae Committee regards the reports of the Assistant Examiners 
to the Apothecaries’ Hall as noi svfficien<ty full and definite, 
and it suggests that in future the Assistant Examiners be 
supplied with a form and schedule ico be filled in by them in 
the case of each candidate. 


The paragraph was adopted. 

Dr. MacKay moved that the following report of the 
nn Committee be received and entered on the 

inutes : 


The Committee, having considered an application from the 
Apothecaries’ HalJl, Dublin, regardin of its 
preliminary examination, passed the following resolution : 

That the application be refused, and that, for the reasons, the 

applicants be referred to the decision of the Council as 
it et = the Minutes for 1894, appendix vii, p. 80, and for 


Dr. Mackay, reviewing the past action of the Council 
with reference to the question of the Apothecaries’ 
Hall holding a preliminary examination, said the 
Council had refused recognition of such an examina- 
tion because it was considered undesirable on the 
part of a body whose sole interest was the admission 
of students to a medical examination. The Apothe- 


caries’ Hall need have no difficulty with reference to 


the matter, because there were two bodies in Ireland 
which held preliminary examinations open to all 
students, including those intending to enter the 
Apothecaries’ Hall. 

Mr. HopspDon seconded the resolution. 

Dr. ADYE-CURRAN felt that, after what had occurred, 
any appeal to the Council was rather a forlorn hope, 
but the Apothecaries’ Hall, remembering what had 
been said by the President last session, thought that 
there was a ray of hope for the application, and that if 
it were made in due form that, perhaps, the Educa- 
tion Committee might be coaxed to pass it. He 
represented a body nearly 400 years old, which, as a 
licensing body, owed its existence to a charter of 
George III. Further, by a section of an Act of 
Parliament, no one could be admitted as a licentiate 
of Apothecaries’ Hall unless the directors should have 
satisfied themselves as to his education. Therefore 
they had a mandate by Act of Parliament to examine. 
The Council, on the other hand, was merely empowered 
to issue from time to time a list of examining bodies, 
and it was ultra vires of the Council te say whether 
the examination was sufficient or otherwise. The 
Apothecaries’ Hall was a body whose qualifications 
were registrable, and whose duty it was by Act of 
Parliament to hold a preliminary examination, and 
yet the Council deliberately said it would not recog- 
nize it, Dr. Mackay had carefully avoided referring to 
the College of Physicians and the College of 
Surgeons, which, notwithstanding that they had 
promised to give them up, still held examinations. 

r. ADYE-CURRAN aske at names and 
should be taken. piers 

The voting was, 27 for and 1 against. There were 

no abstentions from voting; 6 members were absent. 


LEGISLATION AS TO ANAESTHETICS. 

The PRESIDENT, as Chairman of the Anaesthetics 
Committee, appointed at the Council on May 29th last, 
brought up a report dated November 25th, and moved 
that it be received and entered on the minutes. 

The motion was seconded by Sir HENRY Morris. 

The instruction to the Committee was to consider 
proposals for legislation on the subject of anaesthetics 
which have been or may hereafter be put forward, 
and in this connexion the recommendation of the 
Executive Committee and the report of the Education 
Committee on the subject were referred to it. 

The recommendation of the Executive Committee 
‘was that the General Medical Council should advise 
the Lord President as follows: 


That in the opinion of the Council the administration of 
general anaesthetics for the purpose of producing uncon- 
sciousness during medical, surgical, obstetrical, or dental 
operations or procedures should in future be restricted to 
persons possessing a medical qualification. 

The Council further express the opinion that Clause 4 of the 
bill, as at present drawn, creates, and imposes a serious 

—_ for, an offence whose precise nature is not sufficiently 
efin 

Clause 4 is as follows: 

4. Penalty for giving Death Certificate in case of Persons Dying 
under Anaesthetics.—Any registered medical practitioner who 
gives a certificate of death in the case of any person Ng Pogo 
under the influence of an anaesthetic shall be liable, on 
summary conviction, to a penalty not exceeding five pounds. 


The Education Committee advised the Council to 

adopt the following resolution : 

That the requirements of the Licensing Bodies with regard 
to instruction in the administration of anaesthetics should 
include— 

1. Attendance on lectures and demonstrations. 

2. The practical administration of anaesthetics under the 
supervision of recognized teachers or the members of the 
staff of a recognized hospital. 


The Anaesthetics Committee now reported that it 
had before it the text of a bill entitled the Anaesthetics 
Bill, 1909, which was introduced in the House of Com- 
mons on June 22nd, 1909, and which as they under- 
stand has been substituted for the bill transmitted to 
the Council by the Lord President of the Privy 
Council, and printed in the Minutes of the Executive 
Committee of May 24th, 1909. 

This bill was published in the SUPPLEMENT to the 
BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of July 10th, 1909, p. 61. 
The memorandum prefixed to it states that the 
object of this Bill is to require a medical practitioner 
or a dentist applying for registration on and after 
January Ist, 1912, to submit evidence of having re- 
ceived practical instruction in the administration of 
anaesthetics, and to prohibit any person not a 
registered medical practitioner or a registered dentist 
administering an anaesthetic except under certain 
conditions. To prohibit any certificate of death being 
given in the case of any person dying under an 
anaesthetic. 

The Anaesthetics Committee reported that it had 
arrived at the following conclusions, which it advised 
the Council to transmit to the Lord President of the 
Privy Council for his information: 

“1, That the statutory powers with regard to 
medical education exercised by the Council, and in 
case of need exercisable by the Privy Council, are 
sufficient to secure that candidates for medical or 
dental qualifications shall have received adequate 
practical instruction in the administration of anaes- 
thetics, and that the Council has already taken steps, 
and is prepared to take further steps, to secure the 
end in view. 

“2. That it is inexpedient to provide by Act of Par- 
liament that evidence of such instruction should be 
raised to the status of an ‘additional qualification,’ 
without which no person shall be entitled to regis- 
tration. 

“3, That in the exercise of its statutory powers with 
regard to medical education the Council is enabled to 
take account from time to time of the advances of 
medical science in regard to the methods of procuring 
anaesthesia, and to vary its Recommendations to the 
Licensing Bodies accordingly, in a manner which 
would not be practicable under the terms of the 
proposed bill, should that pass into law. 

“4, That itis desirable in the public interest that 
the administration of anaesthetics for the purpose of 
inducing unconsciousness or insensibility to pain 
during medical, surgical, obstetrical, and dental opera- 
tions or procedures should be restricted by law to duly 
qualified medical practitioners, due provision being 
made for the practical instruction of students and for 
cases of emergency. 

“5, That having regard to existing conditions it is 
also desirable in the public interest that duly qualified 
dental practitioners should be authorized to ad- 
minister certain specified anaesthetics, such as 
nitrous oxide gas, for the purpose of inducing 
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unconsciousness or insensibility to pain during dental 
operations or procedures. 

“6. That the specification of the anaesthetic sub- 
stances or drugs which may thus be employed by duly 
qualified dental practitioners during dental operations 
or procedures should be made in a schedule to the 
proposed Act of Parliament, power being reserved to 
the Privy Council, on the recommendation of the 
General Medical Council as the authority charged with 
the publication of the British Pharmacopoeia, to add 
to or vary the specified list from time to time as 
occasion arises. 

“7, That it is expedient in the public interest to 
provide that the person who administers the anaes- 
thetic for the purpose of inducing unconsciousness 
during any medical, surgical, or dental operation or 
procedure should not be the person who performs the 
-said operation or procedure, due provision being made 
for cases of emergency. 

“8. That it is inexpedient to create, as proposed in 
Clause 4 of the bill, a new penal offence, the precise 
nature of which is not defined, inasmuch as the words 
‘dying while under the influence of an anaesthetic’ 
are capable of several interpretations varying with 
the circumstances of each particular case. 

“9, That if it should be deemed desirable to make 
provision for duly recording the cases contemplated 
in Clause 4 a system of notification to the proper 
authority, similar to that which is applicable to births, 
or to infectious diseases, would be sufficient for the 
purpose. 

“10. That for the present it should be left to the 
Licensing Bodies to determine the precise form of the 
evidence as to ‘adequate practical instruction in the 
administration of anaesthetics’ which they require to 
be produced by candidates for their medical or dental 
qualification. 

“1. That the following addition should be made 
to the Council’s recommendations on dental education 
and examination—namely: 

“(v) (e) Administration of the anaesthetics usually 
employed in dental practice.” 

The PRESIDENT said the conclusions of the Com- 
mittee divided themselves into three groups. The 
first had reference to the powers of the Council in re- 
gard to education, and therefore with regard to 
enforcing instruction in anaesthetics. The Committee 
and the Council on the previous occasion were 
satisfied that those powers, supervised by the Privy 
Council, were sufficient to provide that accord- 
ing to the needs of the profession from time 
to time, steps could be taken to ensure that 
students applying for medical or dental qualifi- 
cation should be practically instructed in the 
administration of anaesthetics. The Committee, there- 
fore, thought it unnecessary that a special clause in an 
Act of Parliament making that an additional qualifica- 
tion should be passed into law. It was believed that 
the machinery of the General Medical Council was 
capable of being adapted to the advancement of 
science from time to time, and that was better than a 
hard and fast clause in an Act of Parliament, which 
was not easily alterable, and easily adaptable to 
changing circumstances. The next question was, 
whether it should be made a provision of the law 
that anaesthetics for producing unconsciousness or 
insensibility to pain during medical, surgical, obste- 
trical, and dental operations or procedures should or 
should not be limited to duly qualified persons. The 
. Council on a previous occasion, and the Committee 
now, were of opinion that that change in the law was 
desirable, and they would even go further and say 
that the administration of anaesthetics during 
medical, obstetrical, and dental procedures should 
be restricted to. duly qualified surgeons. It would 
be recognized that that ‘was a step which the Anaes- 
thetics Committee put before the Council as a matter 
that had not yet been before it. Further, with 


regard to certain specified anaesthetics, described 
as such, duly qualified dentists, whether before or 
after the passing of the Act, should be authorized to 
use such anaesthetics during dental operations. The 
means by which those anaesthetics should be specified 


had caused some trouble, because, although nitrous 
oxide were put in an Act of Parliament, yet, perhaps, 
five years hence something better might be discovered, 
and therefore machinery was required by which 
advantage could be taken of the advance of science 
from time to time, and additional anaesthetics added 
if desirable. The method suggested was one for 
Government departments to consider—namely, that 
the schedule should be added to from time to time in a 
manner analogous to the poison schedule in the 
Pharmacy Act; that was to say, with the authority 
of the Privy Council, the General Medical Council 
might be entrusted with the duty of recommending 
from time to time what anaesthetics should be added. 
There were certain precautions, however, which it 
seemed worth while for a body charged with the 
interests of the medical and dental professions on the 
one hand and the interests of the public in relation 
to the profession on the other to consider; it 
might endeavour to procure that the anaesthetist 
should be distinct from the operator, except in 
cases of emergency or otherwise. The chief danger 
of a person unskilled in medicine or surgery 
acting as anaesthetist during a dental operation 
in which unconsciousness was produced arose from 
an emergency happening which he could not deal 
with. The danger would be minimized if the 
anaesthetist had his attention undiverted from the 
condition of the patient by not having himself to 
perform an operation in haste. The fourth clause of 
the bill seemed to create a new offence of a highly 
penal character, which offence only members of 
the medical profession were capable of committing. 
The Committee thought it proper that the Council 
should protest against the creation of that offence 
because it seemed to be unnecessary in the sole 
interest which seemed to be contemplated. The 
chief object seemed to be that of obtainin 

correct death registration statistics, but that woul 

be achieved by a system of notification such as that 
which was in force in the case of infectious diseases. 
Lastly, the Education Committee made a suggestion 
with regard to defining precisely what the Licensing 
Bodies should require as to evidence of adequate 
practical instruction in the administration of 
anaesthetics. After consideration, it was thought 
undesirable for the Council at that stage to lay down 
a precise definition. As long as those bodies 
were impressed with the necessity of instruction 
being obtained, the matter might be left without 
further definition. In order to justify the Council’s 
admission of dental practitioners to the privilege—if 
such it could be called—of administering anaesthetics, 
supposing the law to be changed in the direction 
suggested, it was highly necessary that they should 
have adequate practical instruction in anaesthetics, 
as was suggested. Therefore, the Committee made 
the definite proposal that it be added to the curriculum 
as recommended by the General Medical Council. 

Dr. KNox suggested the following addition should 
be made to the recommendation that duly qualified 
dental practitioners should be authorized to ad- 
minister anaesthetics : “That due provision should be 
made for the practical instruction of dental students.” 
To this the Council agreed. ; 

Sir CHARLES Batt having spoken in support of the 
recommendations, the President’s motion was carried. 


PHARMACOPOEIA COMMITTEE. 
On the motion of Sir JoHN Moork, the report of this 

Committee was adopted. 
The report stated that the number of copies sold in 
the preceding twelve months had been 1,060, that the 
total number of copies of the last edition of the 
Pharmacopoeia sold was 41,366 and of the Indian and 
Colonial Addendum 4,458, leaving in hand 1,664 copies 
of the Pharmacopoeia and 1,876 copies of the 
Addendum. At the meetings on October 22nd and 
23rd the Committee had considered in detail the sug- 
gestions made by the Licensing Bodies and other 
medical authorities at home and abroad for the 
improvement of the Pharmacopoeia with a view to 
its forthcoming revision. Provisional decisions were 
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arrived at concerning the omission or inclusion of 
particular drugs and preparations. On a number of 
points it appeared that further inquiries were neces- 
‘sary, if more definite conclusions could be reached. 
Meanwhile the Committee has resolved that the 
matter now included in the Indian and Colonial 
Addendum, or such part of it as after due revision is 
retained, shall be incorporated with the text of the 
next Pharmacopoeia. In this way practitioners and 
pharmacists throughout the empire will be provided 
with a comprehensive British Pharmacopoeia in one 
volume, in which due account is taken of local 
conditions and requirements. 


STUDENTS’ REGISTRATION COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of Sir HUGH BEEVoR, the Committee’s 
report was received, approved, and entered on the 
minutes. 

It recommended inter alia that the Transvaal 
University College, Johannesburg, the Municipal 
Technical School, Rochdale (Day Classes), and the 
Municipal Technical School, Gloucester (Day Classes), 
be added to the list of recognised institutions 
approved by the Council. 


DENTAL EDUCATION AND EXAMINATION. 

Mr. TOMES moved the adoption of the report of the 
Dental Education Examination Committee. Its chief 
point wus an appeal to the Privy Council against the 
action of the Registrar in refusing to register a person, 
and an answer had to be returned justifying his 
action. The only question was whether, a man being 
registered on some register, the Council could go 
behind the circumstances by which he got there. For 
that, however, there was precedent. The Council had 
declined to consider registration upon a Colonial 
register as entitling a man to be registered upon the 
General Medical Council’s Dentists Register when 
he had got upon the Colonial register by being in 
practice prior to a certain date. The particular case 
in question was curious because it was an instance of 
piled up exemptions, each of the diplomas having been 
obtained under circumstances of considerable exemp- 
tion, and there was no evidence of a preliminary 
examination having been passed nor of any prescribed 
curriculum having been followed. The Committee 
were not deciding anything upon the adequacy or 
inadequacy of the diplomas when obtained in the 
regular course. The Committee, therefore, recom- 
mended the Council to reply to the-Privy Council : 


That in connexion with this case they do not consider that the 
possession of the diplomas tendered affords ‘‘a sufficient 
guarantee of the possession of the requisite knowledge and 
skill for the efficient practice of dentistry or dental surgery.” 


Dr. Knox having seconded, the resolution was 
carried. 
FINAL EXAMINATIONS, 
On November 26th Dr. SAUNDBY proposed : 


That in the Pg of this Council the practice of allowin 
candidates to pass separately the subjects of the Fin 
Examination in Medicine, Surgery, and Midwifery is adverse 
to the interests of medical education, and that the Council 
remits the subject to the Examination Committee for 
consideration and report. 


He expressed the hope that the motion would be 
accepted without discussion. The Examination Com- 
mittee could then consider what was to be said for and 
against the practice. 

Mr. HODSDON seconded. 

The motion was put to the Council and carried. 


DISCIPLINARY CASES. 

The Council then further considered the case of 
Mr. Thos. Torrens McKendry, registered as of 39, 
Wellwood Road, Goodmayes, Ilford, Essex, M.B., 
Ch.B., 1894, R.U.L., the charge being : 


That you have knowingly and wilfully on various occasions, 
and in particular on the 20th day of February, 1909, assisted one 
E. C. Dalby, a person not registered as a dentist, in carrying on 
practice as a dentist by administering anaesthetics on his behalf 
to persons coming to him for treatment, and that in relation 
thereto you have been guilty of infamous conduct in a pro- 
fessional respect. 


The facts of the case were proved when the case 
was before the Council on May 28th, 1909, and the 
PRESIDENT, then addressing Mr. McKendry, said: 
“The Council has postponed judgement till the 
November session, when you will be required to 
attend in person and to produce evidence, more par- 
ticularly from medical colleagues in your neighbour- 
hood, as to your professional good conduct generally 
in the interval, and in particular that you have not 
repeated the offence of which complaint has been 
made.” 

Mr. McKendry was present; the complainant, Mr. 
Victor Albert Chaplain, did not appear, but the 
Council’s Solicitor read a letter from him, stating 
that he had no further evidence to tender to the 
Council. 

Mr. McKendry tendered himself as a witness on his 
own behalf, and put in testimonials as to character 
from three medical practitioners, Mr. A. J. Pattison, 
and Mr. H. W. Garden, of Goodmayes, and Dr. T. R. 
Atkinson, of Chadwell Heath. He also answered ques- 
tions put to him by the Council’s Solicitor, and under- 
took not to administer anaesthetics for unregistered 
persons in the future. ; 

The Council having deliberated in camera, the 
PRESIDENT announced its decision as follows: 


Mr. McKendry, the Council have taken into consideration 
the evidence which you have produced, and does not see fit to 
direct the Registrar to erase your name from the Medical 
Register. 

The next case was that of Robert Wiseman Cunning- 
ham, registered as of King’s Island, Tasmania, M.B., 
M.S., 1895, M.D. 1904, Univ. Edin., who had been sum- 
moned to appear before the Council on the following 
charge as formulated by the Council’s Solicitor : 

That you abused your position as a medical man by com- 
mitting adultery and eloping with Alice Mary Wigram, whose 
husband you had been attending professionally and while you 
were the medical attendant of the vyreg of which adultery 
you were found guilty by the decree of the Probate, Divorce and — 
Admiralty Division (Divorce) of the High Court of Justice, 
dated June 11th, 1909, in the case of Wigram v. Wigram and 
Cunningham, in which you were the co-respondent, and that in 
relation thereto you have been guilty of infamous conduct in a 
professional respect. 


The SoniciTror read the notice which was served 
on the accused practitioner on July 26th, 1909. Mr. 
Cunningham did not appear. 

The SouiciTor stated that the divorce proceedings 
were undefended. He then read certain parts of the 
evidence given in the divorce proceedings. He further 
stated that he had received a letter from the accused 
practitioner, in which he said he was not guilty of the 
charge of adultery preferred against him in the 
Divorce Court. 

The Council having deliberated in camerd, the 
PRESIDENT announced its judgement as follows: 


I have to announce that the Council has judged Robert 
Wiseman Cunningham to have been guilty of infamous con- 
duct in a professional respect, and has directed the Registrar 
to erase from the Medical Register the name of Robert Wiseman 
Cunningham. 


The next case to be considered by the Council was 
that of Mr. John L’Estrange McGrane, registered as 
L.R C.S.I. 1884, and L.K.Q.C.P.I. 1885. 

The charge as formulated by the Solicitor to the 
Council was read as follows : 


That, while holding the appointment of ship’s surgeon on 
the ss. Trafford Hall on her voyage beginning at Liverpool 
on June 22nd, 1909, and ending at Birkenhead, Liverpool, on 
September 18th, 1909, you were repeatedly drunk and incapable | 
of performing the duties which as a registered medical practi- 
tioner you had undertaken to perform, and that on various 
occasions you were fined in respect of such dereliction under 
the regulations in force on the ship for maintaining discipline 
and were too drunk for the entries to be read over to you. 

And that in relation thereto you have been guilty of infamous 
conduct in a professional respect. 


The original information upon which the charge was 
based was laid before the Council by the Board of 
Trade. In the absence of any complainant, the 


Council’s Solicitor opened the case, and read a 
statutory declaration of Mr. F. H. Southern, in the 
employment of the manager of the Hall Line, and 
numerous extracts from the log of Trafford Hall. 
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Mr. George Wallace, instructed by Mr. Reginald 
Hingston, solicitor, appeared for the accused practi- 
tioner. 

Mr. JOHN KEARLEY produced the ship’s log con- 
taining the entries which formed the basis of the 
charge. 

Mr. WALLACE called Dr. ARTHUR D. O. C. FINEGAN, 
who had known the respondent for twenty years. 
Dr. McGrane had consulted him with reference to his 
health, and it was upon the witness’s advice that the 
respondent undertook the voyage in question. The 
witness was aware of his taking morphine to relieve 
the disease from which he was suffering, and had 


‘never seen him the worse for liquor. The entries in 


the log were quite consistent with morphine taking. 
The respondent, Dr. MCGRANE, examined by his 
Counsel, said he undertook the voyage on medical 
advice. His habits were’ temperate and he was 
practically a teetotaler. To relieve insomnia he had 
taken morphine. At the beginning of the voyage he 
had been seasick for two or three days, but after he 
recovered from that he performed all his duties. His 
wine bill for the voyage was 7s. 4d., which included 
tobacco, lime juice, and one bottle of whisky, from the 
last of which he and a friend had had two drinks, and 


_he was unaware what had become of the remainder. 


In cross-examination by the Solicitor, he emphatically 
denied the accuracy of the entries in the log. In 
answer to questions by the Legal Assessor, Mr. Bodkin, 
the respondent said he did not know he had been 
fined ; he had not checked the items of the money paid 
him for the voyage. 

By the CounciL: He took } grain of morphine a day 
on the voyage. Its effect was to make him drowsy 
and heavy. He had never ordered alcohol on board 
the ship and been refused. 

Mrs. McGRANE, the wife of the respondent, testified 
that her husband was almost a teetotaler. 

Mr. WALLACE addressed the Council on behalf of the 
respondent. The SOLICITOR replied. 

Strangers und parties withdrew, and upon their 
readmission the PRESIDENT announced the judgement 
of the Council as follows: 


Mr. John L’Estrange McGrane, I have to announce to you 
that the Council has come to the following decision upon your 
case—namely, that the facts alleged against you upon the 
notice have not been proved to the satifaction of the Council. 


The Council also considered the case of Frederick 
Morrish Pierce, registered as M.R.C.S.Eng., L.S.A., 1867, 
L.R.C.P.Lond., M.D., Q.U.1., 1868, now of 50, Gordon 
Square, W.C. The respondent did not appear, but was 
represented by Mr. GRIFFITHES, Solicitor, who read a 
medical certificate as to Dr. F. M. Pierce’s inability 
to attend. 

The SOLICITOR TO THE COUNCIL, after stating that 
the original information was laid by the Home Office, 
ree the charge, which had been formulated as 
ollows: 


That, being a Certifying by the Secretary 
of State under the Factory and Workshops Act, 1901, you, for the 
purpose of evading the conditicns under which you were 
appointed, which required the personal fulfilment of the duties 
prescribed by the Act (except under the circumstances and on 
the conditions laid down in the Instructions issued by the 
Secretary of State), knowingly and wilfully employed another 
registered medical practitioner (namely, Edward Arthur 
Burgess) to perform your duties; and that in order to carry 
out this system of evasion you committed the following 
offences—namely : 
(a) It being your duty as such Certifying Surgeon to examine 
age persons under 16 and children for certificates of fitness 
or employment in Factories and Workshops and to grant 
certificates in suitable cases, you allowed the said Edward 
Arthur Burgess to conduct the examination for you and to sign 
your name to certificates that you had —— examined 
certain persons on certain dates named and that they were fit 
to perform the work on which they were engaged. 
(b) It being your duty as-such Certifying Surgeon to investi- 
ate and report upon certain accidents, you allowed the said 
dward Arthur Bera to visit the works and the injured 
rsons for you, and you thereafter signed certificates that you 
personally investigated the causes of such accidents and 
had personally taken the evidence of such injured persons, when 
in fact you had made no such personal investigation and had not 
personally taken such evidence, but the certificates were sub- 
sequently filled up by you upon information furnished to you by 
the said Edward rthar Burgess._ 


(c) It being yaa duty as such Certifying Surgeon personally 
to examine and certify persons employed in certain dangerous 
processes, you allowed the said Edward Arthur Burgess to 
examine such persons on your behalf and to insert the neces- 
sary particulars in the Health Register, which you afterwards 
signed ; and in other cases you signed the said Register in 
advance, the necessary particulars being afterwards filled in 
be: An said Kdward Arthur Burgess when he visited on your 

And that in relation thereto you have been guilty of infamous 
conduct in a professional respect. 

The CouNcIL’s SOLICITOR then, in the absence of a 
complainant, opened the case, and referred to certain 
entries in the health register of a Manchester firm, in 
a register of persons under 16 years of age certified 
fit for employment by another firm, and in re- 
ports as to injured persons, and referred to letters 
written by Dr. Pierce. The Solicitor then called Dr. 
Whitelegge, M.D., C.B., His Majesty’s Chief Inspector of 
Factories, and examined him with reference to 
correspondence between the Home Office and the 
respondent. Dr. Whitelegge was cross-examined by 
Mr. Griffithes, and answered questions put to him by 
the Legal Assessor (Mr. Bodkin). He was re-examined 
by the Solicitor to the Council, answered further 
questions by Dr. Griffithes and the Legal Assessor, and 
others put to him through the Chairman by members 
of the Council. 

Mr. JAMES EDWARD ASHWORTH, His Majesty’s Inspec- 
tor of Factories in charge of the Manchester District, 
produced registers containing entries by Drs. Pierce 
and Burgess, and certificates. He said the fact 
of a medical inspector living out of the district 
would be reported in the ordinary course to the Home 
Office. 

Cross-examined by Mr. GRIFFITHES, the witness said 
respondent might have to examine a couple of hun- 
dred hands and attend to about twelve accidents a 
week. Dr. Burgess was perfectly competent so far as 
witness knew, and he had always been allowed to act 
as deputy to Dr. Pierce. 

In answer to the LEGAL ASSESSOR, he said the 
district was not large, and had, since the respondent's 
resignation, been merged in others. In case of 
emergency a deputy certifying surgeon could be 
appointed within a day. 

The CouNCcIL’s SOLICITOR called Dr. EDWARD ARTHUR 
BurGEss, who testified to the truth of a statutory 
declaration he had made which had been laid before 
the Council, and deposed to certain letters which had 
passed between himself and the respondent. He had 
on various occasions signed the registers kept at 
factories with Dr. Pierce’s name, putting his own 
initials to the signature, in accordance with a request 
made by the respondent six years previously. This 
was only done when he was not acting as a properly 
appointed deputy. When acting in the latter capacity 
he signed his own name. In some cases Dr. Pierce 
had signed the register before or after the witness's 
visit. On one occasion the register was signed by. 
Dr. Pierce before the visit of Dr. Burgess. The latter 
put “pro” after the signature. 

In cross-examination by Mr. GRIFFITHES, Dr. 
BurGEss said that Dr. Pierce had lived in London 
for about nine years, and was in Manchester for two 
or three days a week, living in lodgings there. 
His reason for saying some signatures were written 
before and some after visits was the similarity of the 
signatures. He might have received £45 2s. 9d. in 
1907 and £33 in 1908 from Dr. Pierce. He had handed 
the correspondence to Mr. Ashworth because Dr. 
Pierce had accused witness of doing things which 
he had not done, and had carried on correspondence 
with Mr. Ashworth, which he (the witness) knew 
nothing about, instead of consulting him, who had 
done his work and acted as his deputy. _ 

Mr. GRIFFITHES, for the respondent, wished to read 
a statutory declaration made by Dr. Pierce. This 
declaration was allowed to be read as a letter, and 
was to the following effect: Dr. Pierce during the 
time he had held his office, from 1872 to 1909, had 
never had any complaint about his conduct. Having 
to visit on the average 50 factories a week, equal to 
examining 100 hands, he had to get aid to enable 
him to fulfil his duties. Also he suffered from acute 
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gout, which rendered him incapable at sometimes 
less than an hour's notice. Owing to these circum- 
stances he was compelled to have a deputy, and Dr. 
Burgess had always performed his duty competently 
and with thorough efficiency. He (the respondent) 
never signed the health register in advance, except 
on two occasions when he signed on the wrong line 
and let the signature stand for the next examination. 
He admitted that he had broken in a slight degree 
the regulations, and expressed his regret for so doing. 
Mr. GRIFFITHES having addressed the Council on 
behalf of Dr. Pierce, and the SOLICITOR having replied, 
strangers and the parties were directed to retire. 
Upon their return the PRESIDENT announced the 
judgement of the Council as follows: 


Mr. Griffithes, I have to announce that the Council have 
judged Frederick ,Morrish Pierce to have been guilty of 
infamous conduct in a professional respect, and have directed 
the Registrar to erase from the Medical Register the name of 
Frederick Morrish Pierce. 


The next case to be considered by the Council was 
that of Robert Orr, registered as of Ceres, Fifeshire, 
M.B.. B.S.Glasg. 

The SOLICITOR TO THE COUNCIL read the charge, 
which was as follows: 


That you were on October lst, 1907, convicted at the Sheriff 

Court of Fife at Senet of the following offence—namely, of 
assaulting a constable of the Fifeshire Constabulary, while 
engaged in the execution of his duty. 
; d that you were on July 6th, 1909, convicted of the follow- 
ing offence—namely, of breach of the peace and of assaulting 
James Arthur, Helen White or Arthur, Catherine Dempsey or 
Kerr, and Catherine Quin. 


The RESPONDENT, who appeared in person, said, with 
regard to his first conviction, that he had been 
arrested for going to the assistance of a man who had 
been knocked down by a police constable, and in the 
second case through acting as a peacemaker, and he 
expressed his sincere regret for what had occurred. 

Strangers and parties then withdrew. On readmis- 
sion, the PRESIDENT announced the decision of the 
Council, as follows: 


Mr. Orr, the Council has given careful consideration to the 
oe of your convictions and the circumstances connected 

erewith, and have decided to pentacne judgement thereon till 
the May session, when you will required to be present, and 
it will be in your interest to produce on that occasion testimony 
from persons of position in your own neighbourhood as to your 
character and conduct in the interval. 


‘The Council considered the case of Charles Frederick 
Dillon Shaw- Mackenzie, registered as M.B., C.M.Ed., 1885. 
The COUNCIL’s SOLICITOR read the charge, which was: 

That you were on February 8th, 1908, convicted of the following 
misdemeanour at the Petty Sessions at Whitby, in the county 
of York—namely, of being unlawfully guilty, while drunk, of 
disorderly behaviour at Ruswarp. And that you were on 
January 25th, 1909, convicted of the following misdemeanour at 
the Petty Sessions at Wigton, in the County of Cumberland— 
namely, of being drunk and incapable in Eden Street, Silloth. 


The respondent did not appear, nor was he repre- 
sented. The CoUuNCIL’s SOLICITOR read letters from 
Mr. Shaw-Mackenzie stating that his first arrest was 
due to mistaken identity, and that of the second charge 
he was entirely innocent 

The Council having deliberated in camerd, the 
PRESIDENT announced the decision of the Council as 
follows: 

I have to announce that the Council has found that Ch 
Frederick Dillon Shaw-Mackenzie has been found have = 
convicted of the misdemeanours alleged against him in the 
Notice of Inquiry, and that the Council has decided to post- 
pone judgement thereon till the May session, when he will be 
required to be present, and to produce on that occasion testi- 
mony from persons of positionas to his character and conduct in 
the interval. 

The case of William Shaw, registered as of Larne, 
Antrim, L.R.C.P. and S.Ed., 1886, was next considered. 


The charge, as stated by the CounciIL’s SoLicrTor, was. 


as follows: 


That you were convicted on March 24th, 1908, and again on 
March Berd, 1909, at the Larne Town Court, of being: found 
drunk in a public street, and on August 24th, 1909, at Larne 
Petty Sessions, of the following misdemeanour—namely, of 
being found on licensed premises in contravention of the 
provisions of the Licensing Acts. 


peed respondent did not appear, and was unrepre- 
sented. 

The SouiciTorR read letters which Mr. Shaw had 
written in answer to the request for an explanation 
and in answer to his notice. In one letter the respon- 
dent, while admitting having had some spirits, denied 
being drunk. A medical certificate by Samuel W. Hill, 
M.B., B.Ch., and a letter from Mr. John Campbell, 
M.A., M.D., F.R.C.S., asking that the Council would 
postpone action till the May session, were also read. 

The Council deliberated on the case in camerd. 

The PRESIDENT announced the judgement of the 
Council as follows: 


I have to announce that William Shaw having been proved 
to have been convicted of divers misdemeanours alleged against 
him in the Notice of Inquiry, the Registrar has been directed to 
erase his name from the Medical Register. 


The next case was that of Harry Robert Emms, 
registered as of Birmingham, M.R.C.S.Eng., L.R.C.P. 
Lond., 1896. The charge was read by the COUNCIL’s 
SOLICITOR, and was as follows: 


That yee were on June 16th, 1909, convicted at the Cambridge 
Borough Police Court of having on May 29th, 1909, feloniously 
stolen a bicycle belonging to one Debendra Mohan Bose, and 
on June 7th, 1909, of having feloniously stolen a New Chesterton 
bicycle belonging to one Alfred Conway, and a Siandard Triumph 
bicycle belonging to one Thomas James Mudd. 


Lied respondent did not appear, and was unrepre- 
sented. 

The Council deliberated on the case in camerd. 

The PRESIDENT announced the judgement of the 
Council as follows: 


I have to announce that Harry Robert Emms having been 
roved to have been convicted of the felony —— against him 
in the Notice of og, vee the Registrar has been directed to erase 
his name from the Medical Register. 


DENTAL DISCIPLINARY CASES. 

The Council proceeded to consider the case of 
William John Watson. The complaint had been 
referred to the Dental Committee to ascertain the 
facts. The case was before the Committee on former 
occasions. Mr. Watson attended personally before 
the Council, the complainants being the British 
Dental Association, represented by Messrs. Bowman 
and Curtis Hayward, solicitors. The Committee found 
upon the evidence that: 


William John Watson has since the date of the last hearing 
of this case observed his undertaking to discontinue all 
advertising and to have no connexion with unqualified practi- 
tioners, and no objection has been taken to the mode in which 
his profession has been carried on. 

The said William John Watson further undertakes not to 
advertise in future or to have any connexions direct or indirect 
with unqualified practitioners. 


The REGISTRAR having read the report, strangers 
were directed to withdraw, and on their readmission, 
the PRESIDENT announced that the Council had not 
directed the Registrar to erase from the Dentists 
Register the name of William John Watson. y 

The next case, that of Charles Morgan, had been 
before the Dental Committee twice. Mr. Morgan then 
appeared in person, the complainants, the British 
Dental Association, being represented by Mr. R. W. 
Turner, counsel, instructed by Messrs. Bowman and 
Curtis Hayward, solicitors. The Committee found 
upon the evidence: 

That Charles Morgan has since the date of the last hearing of 


this case observed his undertaking todiscontinue all advertising, 
and he further undertakes not to advertise in future. 


After the Council had deliberated in camerd the 
PRESIDENT announced that the Council had not 
directed the Registrar to erase from the Dentists 
Register the name of Charles Morgan. 

The Council also considered the case of Alexander 
Riddie Stower. The Registrar read the report of the 
Dental Committee on the case as follows: 

The complaint against Alexander Riddle Stower, having been 
referred to the Dental Committee to ascertain the facts, the 
Dental Committee beg to report as follows: 

On November 23rd, 1909, the inquiry was held. 
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The said Alexander Riddle Stower attended personally, and 
was represented by Mr. Cannot, instructed by Mr. Angiers, 
solicitor. The British Dental Association, the complainants, 
Mr. Hart, instructed by Messrs. Bowman 
and Curtis Hayward, solicitors. 

The Committee find that the following facts were established 
by the evidence: 

The said Alexandcr Riddle Stower was registered in the 
Dentists Register on July 19th, 1879, as ‘‘ in practice before 
July 22nd, 1878,’’ and his address in the Register fur the current 
year is 80, Shaftesbury Avenue, London, W. “ 

The said Alexander Riddle Stower has advertised his pro- 
fessional practice : 


(a) By advertisements carried by two sandwich men parading 
Oxford Street. 

(b) By the issue and circulation of leaflets and a calendar 
adorned with a female portrait, and 


(c) By advertisements in the public newspapers describing 
as ‘“‘Stower’s Dental Association,’’ and asking for 
agents. 


(d) By various conspicuous notices on the front of 80, Shaftes- 
bury Avenue, where he carries on his profession, consisting of 
notices in six windows, a swinging sign at the entrance, a show- 
case illuminated with ‘electric lights, and other notices both 
outside and inside the premises. 


These advertisements and leaflets are of a highly objection- 
able character. 

The said Alexander Riddle Stower stated that some of the 
advertisements complained of had been withdrawn, and that it 
was not his intention to employ sandwich men or to advertise 
in the newspapers in future. 


The evidence before the Committee consisted of the fol- 


lowing: 

1. The oral evidence of the said Alexander Riddle Stower. 

The following depositions and statements : 

2. A statutory declaration by Brathwaite Cheveley Rayner, 
dated April 19th, 1909. 

3. The Evening News of April 4th, 1909. 

4,5,6,and 7. Two leaflets, a calendar, and a card, marked 
respectively A, B, C, and D. 

8. Letters from the said Alexander Riddle Stower to the 
Registrar respectively dated May 5th and June 16th, 1909. 


Mr. CANNOT, instructed by Mr. Angiers, addressed 
the Council on behalf of the respondent. Mr. Hart, 
on behalf of the British Dental Association, replied. 
The Council having deliberated in camerd, the PREsI- 
_— announced the judgement of the Council as 
ollows : 


Alexander Riddle Stower, I have to inform you that on facts 
proved in the report of the Dental Committee, it has been held 
that you have been guilty of infamous or disgraceful conduct in 
a professional respect, and that the Registrar be directed to 
— from the Dentists Register the name of Alexander Riddle 

wer. 


The Council considered the case of James Alexander 
Pettigrew, of Whitehaven, registered on the Dentists 
Register as in practice before July 22nd, 1878. The 
respondent did not appear and was unrepresented. 

The Registrar read the report of the Dental Com- 
mittee as follows: 


The said James Alexander Pettigrew was registered in the 
Dentists Register on November 5th, 1883, as ‘‘in practice before 
July 22nd, 1878,” and his address in the Register for the current 
year is 11, Lowther Street, Whitehaven, Cumberland. 

The said James Alexander Pettigrew did not attend. Service 
of the Notice of Inquiry was proved by the Solicitor. 

The Committee find that the following facts were established 
by the evidence: 

That on arn | 4th, 1909, the said James Alexander Petti- 
grew was convicted at the Lancaster Quarter Sessions of unlaw- 
fully and wilfully neglecting certain children under the age of 
16 by ars in a manner likely to cause them unnecessary suffering 
and injury to their health, and was sentenced to six months’ 
imprisonment with hard labour. 

he evidence before the Committee consisted of the certified 
copy of the said conviction. 


The Council deliberated on the case in camerd. 
The PRESIDENT announced the judgement of the 
Council as follows : 


I have to announce that James Alexander Pettigrew, having 
been proved to have been convicted of the misdemeanours 
alleged against him, the Registrar has been directed to erase 
from the Dentists Register the name of James Alexander 
Pettigrew. 


PENAL PROCEDURE. 
On Friday, November 26th, the Council considered 
in camerd a report of the Executive Committee with 
regard to penal procedure. 


CENTRAL MIDWIVES BOARD. 


A MEETING of the Central Midwives Board was held at 
Caxton House, Westminster, on November 25th, with 
Dr. F. H. CHAMPNEYS in the chair. 


Representation on the Board. 
Mr. PARKER YOUNG moved: e 
That one member of the Central Midwives Board be elected 
as @ direct representative by the registered medical practi- 
tioners in England and Wales, in the same manner and at 
the same time as the direct representatives on the General 
Medical Council are elected. 
He said that there were three direct representatives 
of the medical profession on the General Medical 
Council, and in the future there was going to be a 
fourth. In regard to the representatives on the 
Central Midwives Board, the medical representatives 
were sent up to the Board through the examining 
bodies by a small number of persons. It was clear 
there was no direct representation on the Central 
Midwives Board, and if such representation was good 
for the General Medical Council surely it must be good 
for the Central Midwives Board. 

Mr. ATKINSON, in seconding the motion, pointed out 
the advisability of the general practitioner voting at 
the same time for the General Medical Council and 
the Central Midwives Board. 

The resolution was put to the vote and carried. 

A letter was received from the National Association. 
of Midwives claiming to appoint a representative on 
the Board. The Board approved of the reply sent by 
the Secretary stating that the Board had no power in. 
the matter. 


Dismissal of Midwife by Doctor. 

The Standing Committee reported that a letter had 
been received from the Medical Officer of Health for 
Bolton as to the dismissal of a midwife from further 
attendance on a case by a registered medical practi- 
tioner, who had been summoned on her advice. The 
committee recommended that the reply be that, on 
the facts stated, the Board considers: (a) That it would 
not have been right for the midwife to have disobeyed: 
the instruction of the medical man, and to have kept. 
on with the case until she had received notice from 
the Local Supervising Authority; (b) that the medical 
man being responsible for the case, his orders, how- 
ever ill considered, must be obeyed (Rule E, 6); 
(c) that the suspension of the midwife to avoid 
spreading infection was not necessary. 

Miss R. PAGET protested against the recommenda- 
tion, because in her opinion it set up a precedent 
giving the right to doctors to send away midwives 
from their cases. 

Sir GEORGE FORDHAM objected to the recommenda-. 
tion because he did not think it was necessary to lay: 
down rules of conduct. 

On the motion of Mr. ATKINSON, the previous 
question was put and carried and the subject dropped. 


Advertising a Secret Medicine. 

A letter was considered from the Medical Secretary 
of the British Medical Association, complaining of the 
action of a certified midwife in giving a testimonial to 
be used for advertising a patent medicine. A letter 
to the same effect was received from the Secretary of 
the Medical Guild, Manchester. The Board decided 
that the midwife be asked for an assurance that she 
will forthwith discontinue the use of the letters 
“C.M.B.,” as appended to her name, and that she be 
informed that, in the opinion of the Board, it is 
unprofessional for a midwife to sign an advertisement. 
as such. 


Administration of Drugs by Midwives. 

A letter was considered from Miss F. Bernard-Boyce, 
Inspector of Midwives for Norfolk, as to the extent of 
the right of a midwife to administer drugs. The 
Board decided that a reply be sent embodying the 
principles laid down in a circular letter to the 
examiners dated June 8th, 1907, on the subject of the 
administration of drugs by midwives, giving details as 
to the rules authorized for the proper administration 
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of drugs by midwives under safeguards. In the 
course of discussion on this matter Mr. Golding. Bird 
stated that he did nct consider that the term 
“ administering a drug” meant prescribing one. 


Payment of Doctors called in by Midwives. 

A letter was received from the Honorary Secretary 
of the Chelsea Division of the Metropolitan Counties 
Branch of the British Medical Association, forwarding 
a copy of a resolution passed at a meeting of the 
medical practitioners of Chelsea and Fulham, refusing 
to attend women in, or immediately after, childbirth, 
or in respect of puerperal maladies, in response to 
emergency calls by midwives, unless the Boards of 
Fe ae of Chelsea and Fulham guaranteed to pay 
the fee. 


Aabal and Military Appointments. 


ROYAL NAVY MEDICAL SERVICE. 
Wir reference to the notice in the London Gazette of October 15th, 
1909, the withdrawal of Surgeon F. L. J. M. DE VERTEUIL, M.D., with a 
gratuity, has been post-dated to October 20th, 1909. 

The following appointments have been made at the Admiralty: 
Surgeon H. F. Brices, M B., to be lent to the Excellent, temporarily, 
December 4th ; Staff Surgeon F. F. Loss, to the Victory, additional, 
for disporal, December 3rd. 


ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE. 

SURGEON-GENERAL W. L. GupBsins, C.B., M.V.O., M.B., Deputy 
Director-General, Army Medical service, is appointed an Honorary 
Surgeon to the King, vice Brigade Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel and 
Brevet Colonel C. E. Harrison, C V.O., M.B., retired, October 19th. The 
commissions and services of Surgeon-General Gubbins were fully 
detailed in the BriTisH MEDICAL JOURNAL of July llth, 1908, on the 
occasion of his appointment to be Deputy Director-General of the Army 
Medical Service. 

The under-mentioned officers, on transfer from the 8th (Lucknow) 
Division, areappointed Specialists in the subjects named: Lieutenant 
C. H. Denver, 5th (Mhow) Division, Dermatology; Captain P. §. 
O'REILLY, 9th (Secunderabad) Division, Ophthalmology. 

Major G. W. TaTE, M.B., from Dundalk, has been appointed Recruiting 
Medical Officer at Dublin. 


INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE. 
LIEZUTENANT-COLONEL R. J. BAKER, M.D., Bombay, is permitted to 
retire from the Service, to which he was appointed April 2nd, 1881, 
becoming Lieutenant-Colonel April 2nd, 1901. He took part in the Zhob 
Valley Expedition in 1884. 

Lieutenant-Colonel A. T. Bown, Bengal, is also permitted to retire, 
from December 14th. He was appointed Surgeon, October lst, 1884, and 
made Lieutenant-Colonel, October Ist, 1904. His war record includes 
the Hazara Expedition, 1888 (medal with clasp); the Hazara Expe- 
dition, 1891 (clasp); with the Chitral Relief Force in 1895, including the 
storming of the Malakand Pass and the action near Khar (medal with 
clasp); and the campaign on the North-West Frontier of India in 
1897-8 (clasp). ; 

Captain H. 8. Matson, Brigade Laboratory, Jhansi, is appointed 
Specialist in the Prevention of Disease, from September 20th. 


SPECIAL RESERVE OF OFFICERS. 
ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. 
Supplementary List.—The undermentioned to be Lieutenants (on 
A Rouuason, October 25th; JoHN FRASER, M.B., 
‘ovem st. 


TERRITORIAL FORCE. 
INFANTRY. 
SURGEON-CAaPTAIN J. W. NicHouson, 5th Battalion Lincolnshire 
Regiment, to be Surgeon-Major, January 28th. 


Royat Army CoRPs. 
‘Third North Midland Field Ambulance. — Lieutenant G. J. S. 
ATKINSON resigns his commission, October 23rd. 
Attached to Units other than Medical Units.—Captain J. H. HUNTER, 
M.D., resigns his commission, October 15th. 


Vital Statistics. 


: HEALTH OF ENGLISH TOWNS. 
In seventy-six of the largest English towns, including London. 7,648 
births and 5,167 deaths were registered during the week ending Satur- 
day last, November 27th. The annual rate of mortality in these towns, 
which been 13 3, 13.8, and 14.6 per 1.000 in the three preceding 
weeks, further rose to 16.4 per 1.000 last week. The rates in the several 
towns ranged from 8,2 in Reading, 86 in Bournemouth, 8.9 in Hands- 
worth (Staffs), 9.9 in Barrow-in- Furness, 10.1 in Leyton, 11.1in Waltham- 
stow, 11.4 in Willesden, and 115 in Hornsey and in Burton-on-Trent, 
to 22.0 in Salford, 22.2 in Liverpool, 22.4 in Great Yarmouth, 22.6 in 
Huddersfield, 23.7 in Birkenhead, 24.0 in Oldham, 26.5 in Wigan, 27.3 in 
Hanley and in Merthyr Tydfil, and 29.2 in Swansea. In London the 
rate of mortality was 15.6 per 1,000, while it averaged 16.7 in the 
seventy-five other large towns. The death-rate from the prin- 
cipal infectious diseases averaged 0.9 per 1,000 in the seventy-six 
large towns ; London these diseases caused a death-rate of 0.8 
per 1,000, while among the seventy-five other large towns the rates 
ranged upwards to 17 in Barrow-in-Furness, 1 8 in Aston Manor and in 
South Shields, 1.9 in King’s Norton, 2.3 in Hanley and in Rhondda, 


3.2 in Swansea, 3.7 in Northampton, and 4.0 in Merthyr Tydfil. Measles 
caused a death-rate of 1.6 in Swansea, 2.3 in Hanley, and 2.7 in North- 
ampton; scarlet fever of 1.2 in Wigan and 1.3 in Merthyr Tydfil; diph- 
theria of 1.3 in King’s Norton; whooping-cough of 1.2 in Aston Manor, 
13in Merthyr Tydfil, and 15 in Hastings; * fever’’ of 1.3 in Newport 
(Mon.); and diarrhoea of 1.5 in Rhondda. No fatal case of small-pox 
was registered last week in any of the seventy-six towns. Four small- 
pox patients were under treatment in the Metropolitan Asylums Hos- 
pitals at the end of last week, against 2, 3,4, and5at the end of the 
four preceding weeks; one new case was admitted during the week, 
against 3 and1in the two preceding weeks. The number of scarlet 
fever cases in these hospitals and “he London Fever Hospital, which 
had been 2,716, 2,624 and 2,606 at the und of the three preceding weeks, 
had further declined to 2,518 at the end of last week; 264 new cases 
were admitted during the week, against 336, 284, and 308 in the three 
preceding weeks. 


HEALTH OF SCOTTISH TOWNS. ‘ 

DurinG the week ending Saturday last, November 27th, 849 births and 
866 deaths were registered in eight of the principal Scottish towns. 
The annual rate of mortality in these towns, which had been 15.3, 15.8, 
and 198 per 1,000 in the three preceding weeks, further rose to 24.2 per 
1,000 last week, and was 7.8 per 1000 above the mean rate during the 
same period in the seventy-six large English towns. Among these 
Scottish towns the death-rates ranged from 11.5 in Greenock and 
13.4 in Leith, to 18.8 in Edinburgh and 32.7 in Glasgow. The death- 
rate from the principal infectious diseases*averaged 2.7 per 1,000, the 
highest rates being recorded in Glasgow and Edinburgh. The 547 
deaths registered in Glasgow included 45 which were referred to 
measles, 5 to scarlet fever, 6 to diphtheria, 9 to whooping-cough, 
3 to enteric fever, 8 to diarrhoea, and 235 to diseases of the respira- 
tory system. Four fatal cases of measles, 4 of diphtheria, and 4 of 
diarrhoea were recorded in Kdinburgh ; 2 of diphtheria in Aberdeen ; 
and 2 of diarrhoea in Paisley. ; 


HEALTH OF IRISH TOWNS. . 

DuRING the week ending Saturday, November 27th, 563 births and 
460 deaths were registered in the twenty-two principal urban districts 
of Ireland, as against 596 births and 439 deaths in the preceding period. 
The annual death-rate in these districts, which had been 17.4, 19.2, and 
20.0 per 1,000 in the three preceding weeks, rose to 21.0 per 1,000 in the 
week under notice, this figure being 4.6 per 1,000 higher than the mean 
annual death-rate in the seventy-six English towns for the correspond- 
ing period. The figures in Dublin and Belfast were 20.7 and 22.5 
respectively, those in other districts ranging from 5.3 in Tralee and 
10.3 in Portadown, to 27.3 in Lisburn and 28.6 in Newtownards, while 
Cork stood at 26.0, Londonderry at 13.3, Limerick at 16.4, and Water- 
ford at 25.3. The zymotic death-rate in the twenty-two districts 
averaged 1.0 per 1,000, as against 08 per 1,000 in the preceding period. 


Bospitals and Asplums. 


WILTS COUNTY ASYLUM. 

THE Medical Superintendent of the Wilts County Asylum, 
Dr. J. Ireland Bowes, in his report for the year 1908, says that 
the statistics were in every way -— oo. presenting no 
favourable or redeeming feature. The admissions were the 
highest on record, the discharges were few, and the death-rate 
exceeded any former record by 20. On January lst, 1908, there 
were 965 patients in residence, anc on the last day of the year 
969. The total cases under care during the year numbered 
1,146, and the average a:mber daily cesident 959.9. During the 
year 181 were admittea, of wuom 162 were first admissions. In 
80 the attacks were first atiacks within three, and in 33 more 
within twelve months of admission; in 40 not-first attacks 
within twelve months; in 2 the duration was unknown, and in 
the remaining 26 theattacks were of more than twelve months’ 
duration on admission. The total admissions were classified 
according to the forms of mental disorder into: Mania of all 
kinds, 88; melancholia of all kinds, 67; senile dementia, 
genera] paralysis, and insanity with epilepsy, each 4; insanity 
with gross brain lesions, 2; stupor, 1; and cases of congenital 
or infantile defect, 11. As to age, 18 were over 70 years, 22 
between 35 and 40, and 40 between 45 and 55 years of age on 
admission. In 19 there was a history of previous attacks; 
epilepsy was a complication in 15, and suicidal tendencies 
existed in 85. As regards the probable etiological factors, 
alcohol was assigned in 13, or 8.1 per cent.; acquired syphilis 
in 2 and influenza in 4; critical periods in 21; bodily 
trauma in 9; nervous diseases in 12; other bodily affec- 
tions in 10, and mental stress in 58. In 52, or 28.7 per cent., 
an heredity of insanity was ascertained, in 9 of epilepsy, and 
in 1 a neurotic, and in 11 an alcoholic heredity. During the 
year 43 were discharged as recovered, giving the low recovery- 
rate on the admissions of 23.7 per cent., 4as not improved, and 
1 as not insane. Also 129 died, giving a death-rate on the average 
numbers resident of 13.4 per cent. This high death-rate was 
due in part, Dr. Bowes says, to the abnormally low death-rate 
of 7.3 = cent. during the years 1902-7, leading to an accumula- 
tion of aged and infirm patients ; but also, and for the most 
part, the high death-rate was due to an unusual number of 
deaths (25) from tuberculous diseases, giving a percentage to 
total deaths of 19.3 per cent, The deaths were due in 27 to 
nervous diseases, including 15 from general paralysis ; in 19 to 
diseases of the heart and blood vessels, in 8 to respiratory dis- 
eases, in 9 to diseases of the digestive and urinary systems, in 
1 to suicide by drowning, and in the remainder to general dis- 
eases, including 16 from senile decay, 17 from pneumonia, and, 
as already stated, 25 from tuberculosis. No epidemic occurred, 
and the general health was satisfactory. 
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Pacancies and Appointments. 


This list of vacancies is compiled from our advertisement columns, 
where full particulars will be found. To ensure notice in this 
column, advertisements must be received not later than the first post 
on Wednesday morning. 

VACANCIES. 


CARDIFF INFIRMARY.—House-Surgeon for the Ophthalmic and 
Ear and Throat Departments. Honorarium, £30 for six months. 

COLCHESTER: ESSEX COUNTY HOSPITAL.—House-Physician. 
Salary, per annum. 

DEVONPORT: ROYAL ALBERT HOSPITAL.—Resident Medical 
Officer. Salary, £100 per annum. 

EAST LONDON HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN, Shadwell, E.— 
Medical Officer (male) to Casualty Department. Salary at the 
rate of £100 per annum. 

ENFIELD AND EDMONTON JOINT HOSPITAL BOARD.—Resi- 
dent Assistant Medical Officer at the Isolation Hospital. Salary 
at the rate of £150 per annum. 

GUILDFORD: ROYAL SURREY COUNTY HOSPITAL.—Assistant 
House-Surgeon. Salary, £50 per annum. 

HANLEY EDUCATION COMMITTEE.—School Medical Officer 
(female). Salary, £250 per annum. 

HARROGATE BOROUGH.—Medical Officer of Health and Medical 
a of School Children. Salary, £400 per annum, increasing 


HAYWARD’S HEATH: BRIGHTON COUNTY BOROUGH 
ASYLUM.—Temporary Third Assistant Medical Officer for six 
months. Salary, 12 guineas a month. 

HOPITAL FRANCAIS, Shaftesbury Avenue, W.C.—-Resident Medical 
Officer. Salarf, £50 per annum. 

HOSPITAL FOR CONSUMPTION AND DISEASES OF THE 
CHEST, Brompton.—(1) House-Physician ; honorarium, 30 guineas 
for six months. (2) Assistant Resident Medical Officer; salary, 
£100 per annum. 

HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, Great Ormond Street, W.C.— 
(1) Ophthalmic Surgeon, (2) Resident Medical Superintendent, 
(3) House-Surgeon, (4) Assistant Casualty Medical Officer Salary 
for (2) 100 guineas per annum and £5 washing allowance; for 
(3) and (4), £30 for six months and washing allowance £2 10s. 

HUDDERSFIELD INFIRMARY. (1)Senior Assistant House-Surgeon, 
(2) Junior Assistant House-Surgeon (males); salary, £80 and £60 
per annum respectively. 

INCORPORATED NATIONAL UNION FOR CHRISTIAN SOCIAL 
SERVICE.—Female Resident Medical Officer at the Homes for 
Epileptic Children, Lingfield. Salary, £75 per annum. 

KENT COUNTY ASYLUM, Chartham.—Third Assistant Medical 
Officer (male). Salary, £145 per annum. 

KINCARDINESHIRE COUNTY COMMITTEE ON SECONDARY 
EDUCATION.—Assistant School Medical Officer (male). Salary, 

250 per annum. 

LANARK COUNTY COUNCIL.—Junior Assistant Medical Officer of 
Health. Salary, £170 per annum. 

LANCASHIRE COUNTY ASYLUM, Winwick.—Assistant Medical 
Officer. Salary commencing £150 per annum, 

LIVERPOOL ROYAL INFIRMARY.—Honorary Assistant Physician. 

LIVERPOOL SCHOOL OF TROPICAL MEDICINE.—Medical 
Protozoologist. 

LONDON HOSPITAL, Whitechapel, E.—Anaesthetist. 

LONDON HOSPITAL MEDICAL COLLEGE, Mile End, E.—Demon- 
strator of Physiology. Salary, £90 per annum. 


MANCHESTER: ST. MARY’S HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN AND 
ee House-Surgeon. Honorarium, £25 for six 
months. 

HOSPITAL, Kingsland Road, N.E.— Dental 

urgeon. 


MIDDLESBROUGH : NORTH RIDING INFIRMARY.—Assistant 
House-Surgeon. Salary, £75 per annum. 

NATIONAL HOSPITAL FOR THE PARALYSED AND EPILEPTIC, 
Queen Square, W.C.—(1) Resident Medical Officer, (2) Junior House- 
Physician; salaries, £100 and per annum respectively. 
(3) Nervous Diseases Research Scholarship, value £150 per 
annum. 

QUEEN’S HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN, Hackney Road, E.—House- 
Physician. Salary at the rate of £60 per annum. Z 

ROYAL FREE HOSPITAL, Gray’s Inn Road, W.C.—(1) Surgical 
a (2) Clinical Assistants. (3) Junior Obstetric Assistant 
resident). 

ROYAL LONDON OPHTHALMIC HOSPITAL, City Road, E.C.— 
Curator’‘and Librarian. Salary, £120 per annum. 


ROYAL WATERLOO HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN AND WOMEN.— 


Junior Resident Medical Officer. Salary, £40 per annum. 

ST. BARTHOLOMEW’S HOSPITAL, E.C.—Assistant Surgeon. 

SHEFFIELD ROYAL HOSPITAL.—(1) Assistant House-Surgeon. 
(2} Assistant House-Physician. Salary, £50 per annum each. 

SHEFFIELD ROYAL INFIRMARY.—Assistant House-Physician. 
Salary, £60 per annum. 

WALSALL AND DISTRICT HOSPITAL.—Junior House-Surgeon 
(male). Salary, £80 per annum. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND STAFFORDSHIRE GENERAL HOS- 
PITAL.—House-Surgeon. Salary, £80 per annun.. 

CERTIFYING FACTORY SURGEONS.—The Chief Inspector of 
Factories announces vacancies at Rugeley, co. Stafford, 
Ballylesson, co. Down. 


APPOINT 
Boye, J., L.R.C.P. and §.Edin., L.F.P.8.Glasg., District Medical 
Officer of the Cardiff Union. 
CrockKEtT, John, M.B., Ch.B., Clinical Assistant to Mr. Miles at tHe 
Edinburgh Royal Infirmary. 


EpmonpstTon, C. G., M.B., B.§S.Edin., Second Resident Assistant 
Medical Officer, Paddington Parish Workhouse and In q 


_ Consultations médicales Frangaises. 


FRASER, Mark S., M.B., Ch.B., D.P.H., F.R.C.S.Edin., House-Surgeon 
to Paddington Green Children’s Hospital. . 

-~,* A., M.B., C.M.Edin., District Medical Officer of the Gloucester 

nion. 

GIRDLESTONE, G. R., M.B., B.Ch.Oxon., Medical Officer of Health, 
Borough of Oswestry. 

Harris, W. R., M.R.C.8., L.R.C.P., Assistant Medical Officer, 
Lewisham Union Workhouse. 

JONES, E. J. T., M.D.Brux, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., District Medical 
Officer of the Merthyr Tydfil Union. 

KIRKLAND, J., L.R.C.P.Edin., L.F.P.S.Glasg., Medical Officer to the 
New Monkland Parish Council, vice Hugh Arthur, M.D.Glasg. 

LaRKHAM, E. T., M.D.Brux., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., District Medical 
Officer of the Prestwich Union. 

Les, Septimus, M.R.C.8.Eng., L.R.C.P.Lond., Assistant Medical 
Officer to the Wye House Asylum, Buxton. 

LINNELL, J. W., B.A., M.B., Resident Medical Officer, Mount Vernon 
Hospital for Consumption, Hampstead, N.W. 

McMortrig, A. C. B, M.B., Ch.B., D.P.H., F.R.C.8.Edin., House- 
Physician to Paddington Green Children’s Hospital. 

MacraE, D, MR.C.S., L.R.C.P., Resident Medical Officer of the 
Poplar Borough Workhouse. 

Manon, W. A., L.R.C.P. and §.Irel., District Medical Officer of the 
Woodbridge Union. 

MURCHISON, Miss A. G., M.B., B.S.Edin., Assistant Medical Officer, 
Halifax Union Poor Law Hospital. 

PattTrIE, Charles F., M.B., Ch.B., Resident House-Surgeon to Mr. Miles 
at the Edinburgh Royal Infirmary. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


The charge for inserting announcements of Births, Marriages, and 
Deaths is 3s. 6d., which sum should be forwarded in post-office orders 
or stamps with the notice not later than Wednesday morning, in order 
to ensure insertion in the current issue. 

BIRTHS. 

BRADDON.—On Friday, November 26th, at 283, London Road, Thornton 
Heath, Surrey, the wife of William V. Braddon, M.B., B.C.Cantab., 
of a daughter. 

LuioyD-Win.LiAmMs.—November 23rd, at Sandon, the wife of R. V. 
Lloyd-Williams, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. 


WILKINSON—SIEVEKING.—On December 2nd, af St. James’s Church, 

Sussex Gardens, W., by the Rev. Marcus Rainsford, M.A., Vicar 
of Paddington, Matthew Eason Wilkinson, second son of the 
late M. A. Eason Wilkinson, M.D.Edin., F.R.C.P.Lond., President 
of the British Medical Association in 1877, of Greenheys, Man- 
chester, and Middlethorpe Hall, York, to Emmeline, youngest 
daughter of the late Sir Edward Sieveking, M.D., Hon. LL.D.Edin , 


and Lady Sieveking. 
DEATH, 


BuLatr.—November 29th, suddenly, at Anglesey House, Goole, aged 
62 years, Robert Blair, M.D., J.P. 


PUBLISHERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS. 


WE are informed that Messrs. J. and A. Churchill have a new 
edition of vol. i of Allen’s Commercial Organic. Analysis just 
ready for publication. The volume has been re-written under 
the editorship of Dr. H. Leffmann and Mr. W. A. Davis, B.Sc. 


“The subjects and authors are as follows: Introduction by 


W. A. Davis, alcohols by G. C. Jones, malt and malt liquors 
by Julian L. Baker, wines and potable spirits by G. C. Jones, 
— Bem Schlichting, neutral alcoholic derivatives b 
enry Leffmann, sugars by E. Frankland Armstrong, starc 
and isomers by E. F. P sad and paper-making 
materials by R. W. Sindall, acid derivatives of alcohols by 
Henry Leffmann. 


RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


Edinburgh: John 
909. Crown 8vo, pp. 48. Price 1s. net. 

This booklet covers all papers set for several years at the 
examinations for admission to the Fellowship of the 
Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh, and should 
give candidates a good notion of the extent of the book 
knowledge required in the compulsory and optional 
subjects. 

Medical Examination Questions. Edinburgh: John Currie. 1909. 
Crown 8vo, pp. 246. Post free, 1s. 9d. 

Contains mueiote of the papers set during the past few 
ears by the examining boards of the Universities of 
dinburgh and Glasgow, the Conjoint Board for the 

triple qualification and D.P.H., the Royal College of 
Physicians of Edinburgh for admission to the member- 
ship, and the Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh 
for the ordinary licence and the licence in dental 
surgery. The three or four thousand questions should 
be useful in directing attention to points of importance 
to students. 

Paris: 


Questions Set at the Fellowship Examination. 
Currie. 


Fascicules 7-11. 
A. Poinat, éditeur. 1909. 


To these monographs on medical and surgical subjects 
attention has already been drawn. Four more have 
now been published. They are obtainable post free for 
about 6d. each. 
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CALENDAR. 
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DIARY FOR THE WEEK. 


TUESDAY. 
RoyAL SOCIETY OF MEDICINE: 

PATHOLOGICAL SECTION.—Meeting at the Cancer Research 
Laboratory, Middlesex Hospital, W., 8.30 p.m. 

THERAPEUTICAL AND PHARMACOLOGICAL SECTION, 
Hanover Square, bd 4.30 p.m.—Paper: Drs. Reginal 

. Hann and R. . Veale: A Fatal Case of ietains 

by Phosphorus, g Maen as an Abortifacient, with 
Unusual Subcutaneous Haemorrhage. Discussion: 
The Therapeutic Value of the Lactic Acid Bacillus. 
To be opened by Dr. Herschell. 


WEDNESDAY. 
HUNTERIAN ose: 17, Finsbury Circus, E.C., 8.30 p.m.—Paper: 
Hurry Fenwick: Surgical Aspects of Kidney 
Society oF MEDICINE: 
Hanover Square, p.m.—Pape: 
Clippingdale: The Ghiitern Dr. 
Atmospheric Electricity. 
UNITED SERVICES MEDICAL Society, Royal Army Medical College, 
Millbank, 8.W., 830 p.m.—Paper: Fleet Surgeon 
P. H.A; Clayton, R.N.: Notes on Seven-day Fever of 
Eastern Ports: Its Occurrence in the Navy and its 
Relationship to Dengue. 


THURSDAY. 
RoyaL OF MEDICINE: 
NEUROLOGICAL SECTION, 29, Hanover Square, W., 4.30 p.m. 
—Clinical Meeting. Demonstration and Gases illustra- 
tive of Syphilis of the Nervous System (excluding 
tabes and general paralysis of the insane). 
OBSTETRICAL AND GYNAECOLOGICAL SECTION, 20, Hanover 
Square, W., 7.45 p.m.—(l) Exhibitions and Specimens. 
(2) Short Communications: Dr. P. D. Turner: Ona 
of Hysterectomy Sixty-three Hours after Labour 
for a Suppurating Fibroid. Dr. A. H. Lewers: On 
a Case of Cystic Tumour apparently Developed from 
Gaertner’s Duct. 
OPHTHALMOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF THE UNITED KinGpom, 11, Chandos 
treet, Cavendish Square, W., 8 p.m.—Card Specimens. 
Papers : Mr. R. W. Doyne: (1) peossietion of a Form of 
ye Hone (2) A Note on Family Choroiditis (with 
patient); (3) A Note on Myopic Degeneration of the 
Lens (with patient); (4) Note on a Form of Iritis. 
Mr. M. 8. enital Sarcoma of Orbit. 
Messrs. G. P.L. Wells and M. 8. Mayou: A Round- 
celled Sarcoma of the Lacrymal Gland. 


FRIDAY. 
Royau Socrety oF MEDICINE: 


CuInicaL SECTION, 20, Hanover Square, W., 8.30 p m.— 
Cases and Specimens. 


POST-GRADUATE COURSES AND LECTURES. 

HosPITaL FOR SICK CHILDREN, Great Ormond Street, W.C.— 
Thursday, 4 p.m., Some Abdominal Conditions. 

LONDON SCHOOL oF CLINICAL MEDICINE, Seamen’s Hospital, Green- 
wich.—Daily arrangements: Out-patient demonstra- 
tions, 10 a.m.; Medical and Surgical Clinics, 2.15 p.m. 
and 3.15 p.m. respectively ; Operations, 2 p.m. Special 
Clinics: Ear and Throat at noon and 4 p.m , Monday, 
and noon, Thursday; Skin, at noon and 4 p. m. ., Thurs- 
day, and noon, Friday; Eye, 1l am., Wednesday and 
Saturday; Radiography, 4 p.m., Thursda y. Special 
Lectures: December 7th, 2.15 p.m., Points in Cardiac 
Pathology; December 9th, 2.30 D. m., Paralysis in 
Children in its Clinical Aspects. 

MEDICAL GRADUATES’ COLLEGE AND POLYCLINIC, 22, Chenies Street, 
W.C.—The following clinical demonstrations have been 
arranged for next week at 4 p.m. each day: Monday, 
Skin; Tuesday, Medical; Wednesday, Surgical; Thurs- 
day, Surgical : Friday, Eye. Lectures at 5.15 p.m. will 
be given as follows: Monday, The Etiology and Treat- 
ment of Tabes. Tuesday, Some Fractures about the 
Wrist-joint (with lantern illustrations). Thursday, 
Some Points in the Surgery of the Biliary Passages. 
Friday, Some Results of the Comparative Biological and 
Experimental Study of Cancer. 

NATIONAL HOSPITAL FOR THE PARALYSED AND EPILEPTIC, Queen 
Square, W.C.—Monday, 4 p.m., Surgical Diagnosis and 
Treatment of the Nervous System, Tuesday, 3.30 p.m., 
Cerebral Syphilis. Friday, 3.30 p.m., Muscular Atrophy. 

NortTH-East LONDON Post-GRADUATE COLLEGE, Prince of Wales’s 
General Hospital, Tottenham, N.—Monday, 10 a.m., 
Surgical Out-patient Clinic; 2.30 p.m., Medical Out- 
patient Clinic; Nose, Throat, and Ear Diseases; 
X Rays; 4.30 p.m., Medical In-patient Clinic. Tuesday, 
10a.m., Medical Out-patient Clinic: 230 p. 
tions; Surgical Clinic ; Gynaecological Clinic; 4.30p.m., 
Lecture, the Status Lymphaticus and some other 
Anaesthetic Dangers. Wednesday, 2.30 p.m., Medical 
Out-patient Clinic ; — of the Skin; Diseases of 
the Eye. Thursday, , Gynaecological Opera- 
tions ; Stedinal Out yavient linie: Surgical Out-patient 
Clinic ; X Rays; 3 p.m., Medical In-patient Clinic ; 
4.30 p.m., Lecture, Exophthalmic Goitre. Friday, 
10 a.m., Surgical Out-patient Clinic; 2.30 p.m., Opera- 
tions; Medical Out-patient Clinic; Diseases of the Eye; 
3 p.m., Medical In-patient Clinic. 


CALENDAR OF THE ASSOCIATION. 


Date. Meetings to be Held. 


Date. Meetings to be Held. 


DECEMBER. 

5 Sunday ee 

6 MONDAY... 

. ‘(LONDON : Organization Committee, 
10.45 a.m. 

LONDON : Territorial Forces Com- 
mittee, 3.30 p.m. 

CHELSEA DIVISION, Metropolitan Coun- 
ties Branch, Fuiham Town Hall, 
4 p.m. 

COVENTRY coe Birmingham 
Branch, 8. m. 

7 TUESDAY ..- Division, South 
Midlan2 Branch, Beard Rocm, 
Northampton General Hospital, 
2.30 p.m. ; Luncheon, Franklin’s 
Restaurant, 1.30 p.m. 

WARRINGTON DIVISION, Lancashire and 
Cheshire Branch, Warrington Infir- 
mary, Business Meeting, 4 p.m. ; 

. Scientific Meeting, 5 p.m. 


LONDON : Medico-Political Life Insur- 
ance Examinations Subcommittee, 
11 a.m. 
LONDON : Medico-Political Contract 
8 WEDNESDAY, Practice Subcommittee, 2 p.m. 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE DIVISION, South 
Midland Branch, Royal Bucks Hos- 
oe Aylesbury, 3.30 p.m.; Annual 
inner, Crown Hotel, 6 p.m. 
BIRMINGHAM BRANCH, Medical Insti- 
9 THURSDAY... }" ‘tute, Edmund Street, 3.30 p.m. 
City DIVISION, Me olitan Counties 
f : Branch, Clinical eeting, Manor 
10 FRIDAY .. Upper Clapton Road, 
ENGLISH DIVISION, Border Counties 
Branch, Carlisle. 


DECEMBER (Continued). 

11 SATURDAY .. 
12 Sunvdap oe 
13 MONDAY 
14 TUESDAY .. 

RICHMOND DIVISION, Metropolitan 

Counties Branch, Medico-Political 

15 WEDNESDAY a Royal Hospital, Richmond, 


SouTH-EASTERN BRANCH, Meeting of 
Branch Council, 429, Strand, 3 p.m. 


16 THURSD AY.. Counties Branch 
LONDON : ».urnal and ce Sub- 
* committee, re Secretariat, 2 p.m. 
i7 FRIDAY ** ) HAMPSTEAD ; DIVISION, Metropolitan 
Counties Branch, 4.30 p.m. 


{Meet BRANCH, Annual General 


18 SATURDAY Meeting, Colonial Medical Library, 


2.30 p.m. 
19 Sundap 


LONDON : Standing Ethical Subcom- 
20 MONDAY .. | 2 p.m. 


21 TUESDAY .. 
22 WEDNESDAY 
23 THURSDAY .. 
24 FRIDAY 
25 SATURDAY .. Christmas Day. 
26 Sunday 
@7 MONDAY .. 
28 TUESDAY .. 
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